The Ramakrishna Mitsfon • 
Institute of Culture Library 

Preiieoted by 

Ur. Haridharan Mukerji 

xiriOL-d 


184S9 







S P E E C H 


OF 


Warren HASTINGS, Esq. 


IN THE 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 


IN 

WESTMINSTER HALL, 


ON 


THURSDAY, THE SECOND OF JUNE, 179!. 


LONDON : 


Printed foi J, DK8RETT, oppoOte Burlin^fwi lloufc, Piccidilly, 


Ui.M IOL[BHARVn 

1 A(‘<\ Xo. j 

1121 


! 

1> . . 

- ' ; * i 

\\t\s.. 

(■ 

Cal. 

~ — 1 
.. . 

Hk. (•,ir.t j 


Chin'k<<l 1 

<K>A I 




PREFACE. 


The fubftance of the following 
Speech appeared during the Sum- 
mer, and the entire Speechdias beea 
printed in the Parliamentary Regif- 
, ter ; but many very refpedablc gen- 
tlemen have exprefled an earneft 
■wifti to poflefs an accurate copy of 
it. The Editor has, therefore, now 
publiihed it in the fame form in 
which the fpeeches of the Managers 
were printed in former years. 




the 


SPEECH 


OF 

WARREN HASTINGS, Esq. 


&c. &c. 


After the Charge of Contradls had 
been fummed up by Sir James Erikine St. 
Clair, on the 30th of May, Mr, Burke in- 
formed the Lords that the Commons had 
completely clofed their cafe, and defircd 
that Mr. Haftings might be put upon his 
defence. Upon that occafion Mr. Haflings 
reminded their Lordftiips, that he had then 
a Petition l^ing before them for their con- 
fideration ; but be the event of that Peti- 
tion what it*would, he earneftly prayed to 
B be 



tfe indulged with one day ih^addition ta 
thofe already employed upon his trial in 
this feffion. 

This requeft was granted; and when 
Mr. Haftings appeared before their Lord- 
(hips on Thurfday the 2d of June, he re- 
turned them his fincere thanks for the in- 
dulgence which an amended ftate of health 
allowed him to make more ufe of than he 
conceived he fhould have been enabled to 
do, when laft he had the honour to appear 
before them ; but ftill he was fo hoarfe 
from a violent cold as to be apprehenfive 
that he (hould not be able to make hlmfclf 
pcrfeftly heard. He was no orator, he 
faid, nor ambitious to be reckoned an orator ; 
he had therefore committed what he 
wilhed to offer to their Lordfliips to writ- 
ing, and begged permiflion to fpeak from 
his notes ; which being granted, Mr, Haf- 
tings proceeded in nearly the following 
wor^s ; 


MY 



MY LOADS, 


HOW painfully focver I may feel my 
difappointment in not being able to bring 
my defence before your Lordfliips during 
the continuance of the prefent feflion, I 
neverthelefs believe it to have been an in- 
dulgence which your Lordfliips would, if 
you could, have granted ; but which it was 
not in your power to grant, without fuch 
a facrifice as an individual, fupported even 
by the call of juftice, in a trial which is 
become of fii^h magnitude and confe- 
(jucnce, as to attrad the attention, and 
alarm the interefts of thoufands, could liot 
exped ; and I do therefore, with the moft 
patient and refpeftful fubmiflion, bow to 
your determination# 

I am thankful for your allowance eff this 
one day in addition to the prefent feflion. . 
I hope in fuch a manner to avail myfelf 
of it as to^compenfate to your Lordfliips 
no lefs than to myfelf for the trouble of 

B a this 
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this Ihoft attendance, and to induce your 
Lordlhips to put an end fpeedily, and for 
ever, to my long and unexampled prole* 
cution. 

!^t was not my intention, hadyourLord* 
mips complied with the prayer of my pe- 
tition, to bring a laboured defence before 
you, applied to every allegation in the arti- 
des of thccprofecution. Neither could I 
hope that your Lordlhips would endure 
the time which would be required for it ; 
nor could I, if I would, produce all the 
evidence which would be neceffary for 
fuch a mode of defence. Of thirty, four 
gentlemen who compofe the lift of wit- 
nefles, whom 1 had originailly feieded for 
examination, to the different and fucceflive 
^legations of the charge, fome are dead ; 
fomc returned to their fervice in India; 
others, after an annual, but fruitlefs and 
dilheartening attendance, difperfed in un* 
knoifn parts of thefe kingdoms, or, for 
ought that I can tell, in the remoter re- 
piis of Europe. Thofewhofeattendance 
I could engage are very few « number, 
chiefly gentlemen connefted ^ith me by 

the 
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the habits of familiar btcrcourfe, andthw 
feftimony, for that reafon, liable to be de* 
preciated by the licence which the ma- 
nagers have alTumed with the charadlcrs of 
thofe, even of their own witnefles, whofe 
evidence has not anfwered their expedation 
of it. 

Thefe, though competent to fpeak in 
my behalf in matters of comparatively lefs 
importance, may be unacquainted with the 
greater points in tny defence. My evi- 
dence, however felefted, could not be (b 
complete as it might have been, i pon fome 
points, becaufe thofe, from whom ftronger 
teftimony might have been delivered, are no 
longer within my reach. 

In fuch cafes, would your Lordlhips ad- 
mit it as an excufc for infufficient evi- 
dence, that I fliould have had better to pro- 
duce had my trial been brought within the 
compafs of a reafonable time from its c&i- 
mencement ? Would it have been per- 
mitted to me, for inftance, to produce the 
minutes takefl by my Counfel and Solicitor, 
though atteAcd by them upon oath, of the 

exami- 



( 6 ) 

examination of the late Lieutenant-colonel 
Eaton to a feries of ads committed under 
his immediate notice, and all proving in- 
conteftibly the difaffedlon of Cheyt Sing, 
and a determinate plan to ered his inde- 
pendence on our external and growing 
difficulties ? Yet I have no other fo ftrong 
to offer to thefc points in corroboration of 
that, of wijich your Lordfhips are already 
in poffeflion ; and of this I am deprived, 
not by any negled, or other caufe which 
could be imputed to me, but only by the 
effed of that unparallelled injury which I 
have fuffered, by the extenfion of a crimi- 
nal trial beyond the chances of duration in 
human life, 

This difadvantage, which every paft 
year has augmented, every coming year 
will continue to augment, if it has not al- 
ready attained that point, at which any 
evidence which I could call, would be inef- 
fedual to the real ufes of it. 

Nor i I of the infufficlcn^ of any fu* 
ni; c evidence only that i complain. Even 
of the paft I may exprefs my fear that 

much 
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much muft be obliterated, and the whole 
rendered obfcurc from the various lapfes of 
time fince it was delivered, and from the 
impoffibility of diftinguilhing accurately 
between the remembrance of proofs, and 
the remembrance of mere allegations. 

Every year has taken from me fome of 
my Judges. New have fucegeded, fome 
by creation, fome by inheritance, and 
others by eledion None of your Lord- 

fliips 


• The changes in the High Court of Juft ice fince 
the trial of Mr. Haftings commenced are as follow : 

Fetrs who have died, or are not returned In the prefent 
Parliament, 


DEAD, 


DEAD, 


Doket of Cumberland 
Chandos 
Manchefter 
St. Alban’s 
Montague 
Leeds 

Earls of Huntingdon 
Ferrcn* 
Poulct ^ 
Clarendon 


Earls of Pomfret 

Hardwicke 

Oxford 

Abercom 

Cowper 

Waldegravc 

Kinnoul 

Graham 

Stanhope 

Guilford 


ViTcoonts 
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fliips will fuppofe 1 

mean any difrefpe^, 

when I obferve that thefe cannot be fup- 

DEAD. 

CreatioHt. 

I^ountt Montague 

Lords Kenyon 

Bolingbrokc 

Dover 

Courtenay 

Malmlhury 

Dudley and Ward 

Fife 

Bifliops Shipley of St. Afaph 

Mulgrave 

Halifax of St. Afaph 

Fifhcrwick 

Bcauclftrc of Hereford Verulam 

Harley of Hereford 

Grenville 

Law of Carliflc 

Douglas 

Thurlow of Durham 

Harewood 

Barons Lc Defpcncer 

Morton, Douglas 

Say and Sole 

New Bijhops, 

Grantley 

Dr. Douglas of Salilbury 

Boringdon 

Cleaver of Cheft^r 

Berwick 

Horfley of St. David's 

Heathfield 

Scot/ Peers not now in Par- 

Beadon of Glouccfter 
Horne of Norwich , 
Vernon of Carliflc 

liament, 

New Peers for Scotland, 

Marquis of Lothian 

Earls of Kelly 

Earls of Morton 

Lauderdale 

Caflilis 

Dumfries 

Galloway 

Elgin 

Hopetoun 

Glafgow 

Aberdeen 

Torpichen 

Selkirk 

Total dead, or not re- 1 

Dunmore 

turned in this Parliament J 

Lord Kinnaird 

Creations a(9d new fiifliops i-j 
New Peers for Scotland 6 

Total dead, or not in 1 

• 

Pailiaipetit - - • 

Changes 6% 
pofed 
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jK)fed to poflbfs, or to be capable of attain^ 
ing, the lime knowledge of the paft pro* 
ccedings as thofe who have attended to 
them from the beginning ; and every 
ftruaion to that knowledge is an injury to 
my caufe, if mine is, as I aflert it to be| 
the caufe of truth. ^ 

With fo many examples of -the uncer* 
tainty of human life, I cannot help ad* 
verting a little to my own. I thank God 
that I have had a more equal portion of 
health fuice the commencement of this 
trial, than confidering the broken Hate of 
my conftitution, my advanced age, and the 
vexations of a fix-years profccution, I could 
have reafonably hoped to poflefs. Yet I 
have not been wholly exempt from fuch 
warnings as make me dread to truft to the 
contingency of another year, the chance of 
an event fo neceflary to my peace of mind, 
as the termination of this tedious prosecu- 
tion, if by any prefent effort I can obtain 
it from your Lordfhips. 

For thelj reafons, and others operating 
with a ftronger force upon my mind, 
c though 
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though unncccflary^ and, perhaps, kfs 
tihg to be detailed to ydur Lordfliips, I 
have formed the refolution, for which I 
Elicited my appearance on this day, before 
your Lordfhips, and for which I am alone 
tefpohfible, whatever may be the event 
of it. 

I deem it^uft to my Counfel to declare, 
that although, in all matters of a legal na- 
ture, I Ihould rely moft implicitly upon 
their advice ; and although I have no lefs . 
reliance upon their perfoiial zeal and at- 
tachment than on their profeflional talents, 
yet in this inftance I have followed the im- 
pulfe of my own judgement alone, with- 
out the aid of theirs, and even againft it ; 
for it was not a decifion fubje<S to the rules 
of legal praftice, but urged by internal 
confiderations, of the force of which I alone 
tould be the judge. 

If they could have made my cafe fo ab- 
folutely their own as to have felt the fame 
impreflion of it upon their mmds, that it 
might make upon mine, ftill. they could 
not advife me to aft upon that impreflion 

with 
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hajfards by which I aloAC bp 
the fufferer, and which it might bp 
to avoid by waiting to a diibaat, though 
indefinite, fcafon foi* a furcr termination ^ 
my trial, by a regular and detailed pro9C& 

My Lords, a great portion of my lift 
has paffed among a people with whom it 
is an eilablifhed and favourit^ maxim, that 
SPEEDY injujlicey is tetter than tardy jus- 
tice. 

I fliall not adopt this fentiment In th^ 
literal extent of it ; nor from your Lord- 
(hips fhall I expe£l other than, at leaft, in- 
tentional jufiice : but even to your Lord- 
(hips, highly as I revere your authority, 
and truft to the purity of your decifion, I 
will dare to avow, that I had rather expoft 
myfelf to the hazard of your prefent con- 
demnation, if I thought there was a ha- 
zard of it, than wait to another year for 
my acquittal, with the uncertainty, that 
even that year would conclude the trial. 

But with far different expeSrtions, I now 
declare to* your Lordfhips, that I am wil- 
c 2 ling 
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ling and dclirous to wave my defence to 
the charge preferred againft me by the 
Commons of England, and to refer myfelf 
to your Lordfliips* immediate judgement, if 
your Lordlhips will be gracioufly pleafed 
to proceed to immediate judgement 
upon it, 

For my a^^quittal 1 truft moft confi- 
dently to the evidence adduced by my pro- 
fecutors themfelves to make good their 
charge ; having myfelf liftened with an at- 
tention fcarce ever relaxed, or diverted 
from the proceedings ; and being fatisfied, 
that not one criminal allegation of the 
charge has been eftablifhed againft me, 
and almoft every one refuted by their own 
evidence, cither by the replies of their oral 
witneffes, or by the written documents, or 
their context, added by the vigilance of my 
Counfel, to the partial and mutilated cx- 
trafl^from them, which \vere introduced 
by the Managers, 

Your Lordlhips will try my cj)ndu£t by 
the evidence which my accufers have 
brought before you— not by their fpeeches. 

They 
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They were fent by their employers W 
accufe me, and to prove their accufations, 
not to revile me, much lefs to expatiate 
with all the licence of unreftrained decla- 
mation upon crimes, which their confti- 
tuents had not authorized them to charge 
againft me. But although I have reafon, 
from my own obfervation, to believe that 
their laboured inveftives produced on your 
Lordfhips* minds impreflions favourable to 
my caufe, in proportion as they were con- 
tradifted by the evidence before you, yet it 
was not to your Lordlhips’ hearing alone 
that their invedives were direded. 

It is the cuftom of this country, and I 
applaud and admire the motive and the end 
of it, that the Court, before which the 
trial is heard, fliould be open aiid free of 
accefs to the whole world. But, my Lords, 
this cuftom puts my fame and honour at 
iffue with other judgements than your 
Lordftilps, and their judgements are formed 
not like yours, upon calm inveftigation, and 
cool unbiaflid wifdom, deciding on the evi- 
dence only ji^hich has been ftated ; no, my 
Lords, the audience come with other 

minds, 
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ininds, and with different motives. Th^ 
ccxne to hear the declamations of inve£)iive^ 
and to be amufed by the ingenuity of the 
orators. Bold aflertiqns, however un- 
founded and unjuft, are believed by them^ 
becaufe they are boldly made, and beard 
without refutation or denial. Mifled by 
the arts of eloquence, they are deceived 
into opinioiis, of which it is impoffible 
they can either deleft the fallacy, or per- 
ceive the impofition. 

They are pleafed and deluded by the 
talents of the orator ; and whatever pre- 
judices he wiftics to create in their minds, 
they of neceflity receive, and, after the 
entertainment of the day, depart with their 
paffions inflamed, to communicate their ef- 
fefts to the circle of their acquaintance, 

1 know your Lordfhips do not cqnfider 
fucb declamations as any legal proofs, and 
I am confident you will not fuffer them to 
make the flighteft imprefiion on your 
judgements ; but is it poflible the ge- 
neral eft'eft of them thus fpread abroad, 
can fail to embitter my life, and afteft my 

peace 
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ki ibdety, a$ Ibng as the tfial IdStif 
by prodiiciiig all the ill Cohfcqii6hoc8 <m 
the public opinion, of a condetoation I 
for I fear, my Lords, that the axiom of thi^ 
Englifti law, that every one is to be prc** 
fumed innocent until he is proved guilty 
by his Judges, will weigh but little when 
oppofed to prejudices fo conceived and dif* 
femlnated* 

It is impoffible for me to refer Judges of 
this deferiprion, and unneceffary for me 
to refer your Lordlhips, for the true crite- 
rion of my condud, to the real and legal 
procefs ; I mean to the evidence adduced, 
^nd adduced even by my profecutors th^m- 
felves ; and I dare to repeat, that this evi*- 
dence alone is fuflBcient for my acquittal, fo 
far as it extends ; and that where it does 
not acquit, it does not in a (ingle inftance 
operate to my coiiviflion. 

My Lords, the delay has, in fome mcai- 
fure, been imputed to myfelf ; how un- 
juftly is known to your Lordfhips, and to 
all who lyive attended this triaL It has 
been faid that I might have anfwered ar- 
ticle 
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tide, by article. That propofal Was re- 
jcfted by my Counfel, who alone were 
capable of judging of its propriety : but# 
my Lords, who could have thought that 
four fcflions would elapfe before I ftiould 
have an opportunity of anfwering ?* There 
was no precedent in the hiftory of this 
kingdom of a criminal trial lafting even 
through ong feffion of Parliament, much 
Icfs through five. 

It was impoflible for me to avail myfelf 
of the experience of others in this cafe, 
though pofterity may avail itfelf of mine. 
But, my Lords, with refpedl to wilful de- 
lay on my part, there never was a more 
unfounded afl'ertion ; for whilft my accu- 
fers have their expences borne by the pub- 
lic*, I am continually wafting my private 
fortune, and that fo rapidly that every 
day’s delay amounts to a fine. This cir- 
cun\ftance alone was fufficient to exculpate 
me from every charge of delay and pro- 

♦ The public have already paid, on Account only, 
above forty*five thoufand four hundred pounds for the 
expences incurred by the trial. 
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Craftination: afid this circutnfiance, my 
Lords, contributes its Ihare (though I own 
but a fmall (hare) In urging me to folicit 
your Immediate decifion. 

My Lords, it would be an endlcfs talk 
to enumerate all the Items of acculation 
which have been made ufc of againft me 
during the courfe of this longhand tedious 
trial I have been reprefented by one of 
the Managers (to ufe his own terms) an 
Encyclopedia of Criminality. It is, how- 
ever, generally fpeaking, fufficlent for the 
perfon accufed, to give a general denial to 
general charges. But it will not take up 
much time to ftatc to your Lordlhips the 
fubftance of the general charges, fo often 
repeated, and fo loudly proclaimed at your 
Lordlhips’ bar, and to the public. 

You have been told that I have ruined 
and depopulated the provinces entrufte^to 
my care ; that I have violated treaties, and 
brought difgrace and diferedit upon the Bri- 
tilh name i^ India ; that I have opprelTed 
the native inhabitants by my extortion, or 
arbitrary demands of money ; that I have 
D wafted 
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wafted the public treafure by profufion i 
and that I have been guilty of difobedience 
to the orders of my fuperiors. This is 
the fubftance of the general charges urged 
againft me ; and it is a great happinefs and 
comfort to me that I have it in my power 
to anjfwcr them by fails of fuch public np- 
toricty, as to require no proof. 

My Lords, in refutation of the First, 
namely, that I ruined the country com- 
mitted to my care, I need only fay, I iu- 
creafed the revenues of my government from 
three millions to five*. They have in- 

creafed 


* By a paper entered upon the joarttals of the 
Houfe of Commons on the 20th of March, 1782, it 
appears that the total refources of the Bengal govern** 
ment, from April 1771, to April 1772, being the year 
preceding the adminiftration of Mr, Haftings, were 
three crores thirteen lacks, twenty-three thoufand 
eight hundred and ninety-fivc current rupees, or 
3.>30»895h 

By a vote of the Houfe of Commons of the 25th of 
May, 1788, on the motion of Mr, Duhdas, it appears 
that the total refources of the Bengal government, 

for 
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cfcaied fittCe tny departure, and are ftiit 
iiicreafing ; infallibly proving thereby ah 
increafed population, and a good govern- 
ment in former years. ' The accounts de- 
livered annually to the Houfe of Commons 
by the Miniftcr for India are, indeed, the 
beft anfwer that can poffibly be given to 
the charge which I am now fpeaking of. 

Ill anfwer to my having tiolated trea- 
ties, and brought difgrace and diferedit on 
the Britifli nation, I defire to inform your 
Lordfhips, that the letters of Mozuffer 
Jung* and Fyzoola Khan* to my fuc- 
ccflbr in office were laid before the Houfe 


for the three laft yeart of Mr. Haftings^s adminiftra- 
tion, were each year, upon the average, five crorei, 
twenty-one lacks, eighty-eight thoufand, one hundred 
and fifty-fix current rupees, or 5,218,815!. las., 
being an increafe of above two millions fterling; 
and the refources have fince been increafed above three 
hundred thoufand pounds a year. 

* Mozuffer Jung is the Nabob of Furruckabad, 
and Fyzoola Cawn the Rohilla Chief of Ramporc. 

Two of the articles of impeachment have their 
names, but both have been abandoned by the prefent 
Houfe of Cdbimont. 
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of Commons. They requefted to be treated 
by him as they had been treated by me. 
To thefe 1 may add, the letters of Moodajec 
Boofla the Sovereign of Berar, to Mr. 
Maepherfon, wherein he fpeaks of me in 
the moft honourable terms, and exprefles 
an anxiety for my health, far beyond the 
common courfe of compliment. If far- 
ther teftimony were requifite, 1 might alfo 
quote, the ktters of Nizam Ulmoolk + to 
his Majefty, and of Madajee Sindia J to 
his Majefty, and to the Company, yet 
more ftrongly exprcfiivc of their fenfe of 
my jufticc and good faith. 

In anfwer to the charge of my having 
opprefled the natives by extortions and 
exaftions, I have to offer the teftimonials 
of all ranks of people in India in my fa- 
vour, I truft your Lodlhips have not for* 


♦ The firft in rank of the Mahralia feudal Chiefs, 

t The Chief or Subadar, of the province of Ducan. 

X A Mahratta Chief, holding a large feudal terri- 
tory in the WeA of India, and connc^cd, during the 
adminiAration of Mr. HaAingi, by a feparate treaty 
of alliance with the Company, 
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got what my accufcr faid upon this fub- 
jcdk two years ago. When thefe memo- 
rials arrived, he felt the weight of them. 
He found the fituation of an accufcr to be 
very aukward, when the people, in whofe 
name he had charged me with the grofleft 
oppreflion, denied the truth of his accufa- 
tions. He told your Lordflilps that the 
tcftimonials were extorted, and, in a figu- 
rative manner of fpeaking, he faid, “ that 
** the hands were yet warm with the 
thumb ferews that had been put on 
them,” 


The abfurdity of this declaration was 
fuch as to require no anfwer. My influ- 
ence in India has long ceafed. It is very 
feldom that mankind are grateful enough 
to do even common jufticc to a fallen Mi- 
nifter ; and I believe there never was an 
inflance in the annals of human nature, of 
an injured people rifing up voluntaril3yo 
bear falfe teftimony in favour of a diflant, 
and profecuted oppreflbr. 


in anlwcr to my hav 
away the pflblic treafure, 


* 


I have only to 
refer 
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t^fcr your Lordfliips to the amount of the 
cxpcnces, civil and military, of the go* 
vemment of Bengal during my admiiiif* 
tration, and that of my fucceffor, in peace 
and in war : let the balance, which is very 
confiderable in my favour, determine whe- 
ther I have been profufe, or economical. 

In anfwer to the general charge of dif- 
obcdience to the orders of the Court of Di- 
reftors, I will not pretend to fay that I 
have in no inftance deviated from their in- 
ftruflions ; mofl: afluredly I have ; but 
wherever I have done fo, I truft I (hall be 
able to juftify thofe deviations by the necef- 
fity of the cafe, and by the event. 

That the Court of Dlreflors were fa- 
tlsficd with the general line and tenor of 
my conduft, is evident from the thanks 
which I have been repeatedly honoured 
with by that body. 

I have farther to fay, that the general 
fenfe of the Proprietors has been at all 
times in my favour ; for I bave had re- 
peatedly their thanks alfo, in t|je fulleft, and 
moft unqualified manner. 
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My Lords, I am feufible^ that though 1 
had the thanks and approbation of my fu- 
periors in many infhuiccs, and though it ia 
acknowledged by many of thofc who voted 
for my impeachment, that my fcryices 
were of the utmoft importance, and, in 
fad:, have preferved India to this country*^ 
I am fenfible, I fay, that notwithftanding 
thefe thanks and fervices, it is ftill poffiblc 
for me to have committed many reprehen- 
fible adipns, and that the perfomance of a 
thoufand meritorious deeds, is no proof of 
innocence, in other traufadions. 

My Lords, although I have fully and 
irrefutably anfwered all the general charges 
urged again ft me, I cannot exped you will 
give me credit for perfed innocence in 
every particular inftance, unlefs that inno- 
cence were proved by evidence now before 
you ; and it is with a view of recalling 
your Lordlhips’ attention to that proof, 
that I (hall now enter into a curfory cx- 

• Thii acki|owIedgement was unequivocally itiade 
ia the late Parliament, both by Mr. Pitt and Mr. 
Doodat. 


amnia- 
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amination of the criminal points contained 
in the four feveral articles which have been 
brought before your Lordfliips. 

It cannot be expefted I (hould reply, in 
the fpace of one day, to every minute alle- 
gation which my accufers would have 
your Lordlhips behold in a criminal point . 
of view. The want of time will not per- 
mit to go into a detail ; and I muft there- 
fore direfl: my attention to the great points 

Icriminality, as they are called by my 
accufers. 

The firft charge which was brought be- 
fore your Lordfliips (I am forry to fay now 
more than three years ago) was, that re- 
fpcdling Benares— and the points to which 
criminality is imputed are principally thefe : 
That I violated a treaty with an indepen- 
dent Prince, by unjuftly compelling him 
• rupees annually for 

three years ; that I caufed his perfon to 
be arrefted, and that I intended to impofc 
upon him an enormous fine for imputed 
delinquency ; that I expelled him from his 
county, and appointed a fucceSTor with a 

ilipula- 
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ftipulation 6f fevciitcen lacks of rupees 
advanced rent to the Company. 

My Lords, thefe are the fuppofed prin- 
cipal points of criminality in the firft ar- 
ticle. Thefe are not all ; but the re- 
mainder are of an inferior nature, and fo 
dependent upon thofe which I have enu- 
merated, that they muft ftan(J or fall to- 
gether. 

My Lords, there is abundant evidence 
adduced by my profecutors to (hew that 
Cheyt Sing was not an independent Prince. 
He was, as his father and grandfather had 
been, the vallal of Sujah Dowla. The 
diftrifts of Benares and Ghazepore were 
transferred to our government by the pre- 
fent Nabob of Oude, at a time when I 
myfelf could not be anfwerable for any of 
the a£ls of Adminiftration, being then in a 
minority. 

My Lords, it is true that my accufers 
took infinltj^ pains to prove that Cheyt Sing 
was made mdependent of our government 
in every refpeft, except Aat of paying to , 
- E it 
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it annually twenty-three lacks of rupees, 
and that we had irrevocably bound our- 
felves down not to exaft, in any cafe what- 
ever, a larger fura than that juft men- 
tioned. All this body of proof is colleQed 
from the difcordant minutes of the dif- 
ferent members of the Council, and from 
the refolutions of the whole. Upon thefc 
minutes ai4 refolutions they have refted 
Cheyt Sing’s right of independency. 

My Lords, I fcarcely need tell you, that 
whatever our various refolutions or opi- 
nions might be, individually or collec- 
tively, they could not affeift the right or 
title of Cheyt Sing to the Zemindary, nor 
the tenure by which he held it. He was 
neither more nor lefs than a Zetiiindar. 
His Sunnud and Pottah were made out, not 
from a copy of ftipulations and agreements 
between him and the Company, but from 
* th*£ommon formulae of fuch inftrumeuts 
granted to zemindars in the Company’s 
original provinces. The Rajah never pre- 
tended any right to ftipulatc or demand : 
he was content with what the Company 
was pleafed to allow him. 


My 
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My LordSi I do again infift upon it, that 
no arguments, votes, or refolutions, of out 
Board, could confer any right or title upon 
Cheyt Sing, which he did not poflefs frorti 
his Pottah and Sunnud: therefore tho 
whole of the evidence, which the Ma* 
nagers have brought refpeding our various 
opinions on the rights of Cheyt Sing, is 
null and void ; and he muft be confideted 
the fame as any other zemindar of the 
Britilh government, with the exception of 
certain privileges conferred upon him, 
which were accurately defined in the Sun- 
nud and Pottah* 

Perhaps there never was a more unfair 
attempt to delude a Court of juftke than 
that of making me anfwerablc for viola- 
tion of a treaty with an independent Princet 
who had no other claim to independence 
than that of being fo filled in feme of our 
debates in Council, through the inaccuracy^ 

language. 

It foUo^ys from what I have faid, that 
if every government has, in time of danger 
and ncccfifty, a right to increafe the taxes 
E % and 
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and revenues upon their lubjcfts, \vc had 
alfo the fame ri^ht to incrcafe the tax, rent, 
or revenue, or whatever name he given to 
Chvre Sing’s yearly payments, u])on 
who was our fidjitf, whenever neccflity 
flioultl rcijuirc it ; and of that ncccfiity 
(ic/.’erinn nt only could judge. 

d'heif, my Lo:ds, were my fentiments 
at the tl ' e w IK n I mowd in Council tor a 
tcmpoiarv fuhi.tlv to be paid by Chyte 
Sing, d'hcle arc my fentinunts at tlic pre- 
ient moment. I coiitideivd faxatKai and 
j^rofeJioii a^ iiilcpai\i[)ly anting tioni eacli 
otie r. 1 ne\ er did h'ok upon i!ie Snnnud 
as (wcmpriiii’ C'iiyte Sin:; Irom t!:c cul» 
roman demands which adl iuperior flatcs 
in India m.dvc up>on llieir dependant> in 
tim: of war ; namily, that ot aids both 
in money ..nd truopiS. d'o tins point of 
right in our govunm.ent, to demar.d aid 
, in tr(H*j)> mul mone\ during a war, 1 muft 
entrea.r wim- lA)rdriiii>^ moil jxn ticularly^ 
to auend ; loi if n our l.ordlhips ihall he 
of tyfinion with liib MajeUv’s prime Mi- 
niiter, an opinion delnered wdth much 
folemnity in the lloufe of Commons, that 


oar 
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ovr Govcmmeiit did poffcfs the right, then 
all the criminality imputed to this demand 
of a contribution of Chyte Sing vaiilfhcs, 
and is totally annihilated. Eut fnould 
your I^ordfhips think otherwife, which I 
cannot lor a moment fuppofe, in that event 
my guilt will be a mere eiror of judge- 
ment, which i^ rather a weaknefs ot hu- 
man nature than a faulr. 


Again, if your 1 ^ordfnlp'r^ think with 
me, that w’c had a light to call upon 
Ciyvtc Sing, th.en the next (]uclil;)n will 
be, wlieLhiCr our d.’nnnds were too great 
lor the urgency (/t ih.c ('iCcalion, or l)c- 
yo:ul hi.i aialitv to c^/iupiv with, ^rhe 
lum demanded w.u, oidv live lacks, and it 
was not made till after we aanmenced a 
W'ar w'ltli the IMahratta^, and had received 
intelligence of a war \vith the French, and 
thought ourlelvca in danger of an invalion. 


iMv Lords, T need notenter into a detail 
ot the \ar:()us objection:, diliicultics, and 
ddavs, wi^ich Chyte Sing made in the 
payment of the rc(iuired aid. It is lliffi- 
cient to acknovalcdgc, that I w'cnt up the 

country;^ 
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ootihtry determined to call him to account 
for his mifcondudt. The refult was his 
imprifonfncnt and refcue, a rebellion, and 
his confequent expulfion from his contury. 

My Lords, if we had a right to an ex- 
traordinary aid from our zemindars in time 
of war, we had a right to enforce that 
demand. We did enforce it upon Cheyt 
Sing ; but it was attended with fo many 
increafing difficulties and delays, that it 
almoft rendered abortive the purpofes it 
was intended for at a moft critical feafon. 

My Lords, it is urged againft me as a 
matter of great criminality, that I put the 
Rajah Cheyt Sing under arreft. It is true, 
I did fo ; bu< his arreft was not attended 
with any difgraceful rcftraiiu, for it was in 
his own houfe. 

^ is alfo urged againft me with much 
acrimony, that I intended to lay a fine on 
the Rajah of fifty lacks of rupees. The 
fum is undoubtedly large in fourfid ; but it 
by no means exceeded the ability of Cheyt 
Sing to pay it with cafe, as is evident from 

ttic 
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the treafurfes left behind himi after he had 
employed all his carriage cattle to export 
his gold and jewels to, a foreign territory* 
He mull have been immenfely rich ; and t 
fmall fine would not have been felt as any 
punilhment by a man of his opulence. 
But, my Lords, whether I was wrong or 
right in my intention, I had no other view 
in it than that of relieving th^ neceffities of 
the Company, by an aft which I conceived 
to be ftriftly julL And after all, there 
certainly can be no crime in an unexecuted 
intention, an intention which the Rajah 
knows not to this hour, and which I 
poflibly might have altered upon the Ra- 
jah’s fubmiflion and promife of better 
condufh 

The next point of criminality is, that I 
appointed a fucceflbr after the cxpulfion of 
Cheyt Sing, and increafed the revenues to 
feventeeu lacks of rupees annually. 

My Lords, there was no alternative be- 
tween the melioration of Cheyt Sing, and 
the appointment of a fucceffor. The for- 
mer 
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mcr was impoflible and the latter Con-» 
Tcquently unavoidable. In my choice of a 
fucceflbr, I was guided by the rules of con- 
fanguinity and hereditary fucceflion ; and 
in fettling the revenues, I did what my 
duty to the Company required of me. I 
fixed theif amount from the beft informa- 
tion of the country’s abilities to pay it ; 
and the annual payments of the fame fum, 
from that time to the prefent, with trifling 
balances in fome years, wliich have fince 
been realized, are a fulficient teftimony of 
its not being over-rated f. 


• The Dire(flors wrote to Bengal on the 28th of 
January, 1784: *Afur the rcjiflana which the Rajah 
“ had madcj no countenance cculd be confijlently jhewn 
“ hlnty nor was any meajurc for bis refloratlon ever 
** propofedj* 

f From the Refulent at Benares to Earl Cornwallis, 
fee., in Council, dated Benares, November 5, 1790: 
'^^'HTOiink it, however, proper to acquaint your Lord- 
** fl)ip, that the full rrvenue to which tlie honourable 
“ Company is entitled, according to the terms of the 
“ fettlemcrtt concluded for the term of the Rajah’s 
“ life by the late tjovernor General^ (Mr. Haftings), 
has, with due regularity^ and without any hardjhip or 
difficulty, been realized^* 


Before 
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Before I quit this article, it itiay be ne* 
ceffary to the attention of your Lord- 
fliips to another point Acting, as I did, 
under a delegated authority, I maintain, 
that whenever my fuperiors had informa- 
tion both of my opinion and conduct, and 
exprelled no dilapprobation of either, theii 
filence amounted to an approbation, and 
may be juftiy pleaded by me S(S a full juf 
tification of my conduft. When I firf 
propofed the demand of five lacks of ru- 
pees a year during the war, a doubt wai 
ftarted by Mr. Francis as to our right oi 
making it; I recorded my opinion, thal 
we poflelTed that right which is inherent ir 
all governments, of calling upon their fub- 
jeds forextraordinary aids upon extraordi- 
nary emergencies, and that we were nol 
precluded from exercifing that right by art) 
engagement made with Cheyt Sing. 

A fecond debate aroife at the Board u^ 
the fame quefiion in confequence of his 
delays and evafious, and a pointed refer- 
ence was ftiade of the quefiion, in both 
infiances, lo the Court of Diredors, from 
wi)om 1 never received one word of cen* 
F fare 

f 
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fure or’difapproHtjoo to what we continued 
to do, and regularly reported in our letters 
and njinutes, for three years fucccflively, 
The fame communication was made to His 
Abjefty’s Minifter, the prefent Earl of 
Guildford, with whom, at his own rc- 
quefl, I correlpoiided for many years. 

My Lordj, it would be an extremely 
hard cafe to make me anfwerable for an 
error in judgement ; into which, if I have 
fallen, I have fallen in common with my 
immediate fuperiors, and His Majefty’s Mi- 
nifter. But, my Lords, I feel myfclf fo 
ftrong, fo grounded on the matter of right, 
that I hold it almoft impoflible there Ihould 
be a diflenting opinion in any human be- 
ing who will be at the pains of examin'ing 
the queftion with impartiality. 

My Lords, in the courfe of this trial 
^sajk-accufers, to excite a popular odium 
againft me, have called me the abettor or 
ufurper of arbitrary power. I certainly did 
notufe the yiovdii arbitrary /owerenthefenfe 
which has been imputed tp me. ^ The lan- 
guage. 
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it is tJrue^ was Hot mj 6Wi*i, ibt I 
was indebted for that part 6f mf defence tc 
the afliftance of a friend ; but this I can 
aver, that nothing more was meant by 
arbitrary power than dlfcrethnary powei?. 
I coniidered myfelf «ind Council as in- 
vefted with that dlfcretioftary power which 
Commanders in Chief have over their ar- 
mies, which the Legiflature Has lately con- 
ferred in a greater extent on Lord Corn- 
wallis fingly, and which all Governments 
have in their legiflative capacity over the 
property of their fubjefts. I never con- 
fidered that my will or caprice was to be 
the guide of my conduft, but that I was 
refponfible for the ufe of the authority 
with which I was inverted, to thole who 
had conferred it on me. 

My Lords, let me be tried by this rule : 
Did I ad prudently and confirtently with 
the intereft of my fuperiors, and ofTS^ 
people whom I governed ? Whatever may 
be your Lorlhip’s opinion upon this quef» 
tion, I can with a fafe confcience declare 
to all the world, that my intentions were 
F 1 pcrfedtly 
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pcrfeftly upright, and biaffed by no felfifli 
C9nfidcraiions whatever* 

My Lords, having Laid thus much on 
the fubjed of the firfl article, I muft pray 
your patience whilft I make a few com- 
ments on the fecond. 

The prindpal point of imputed crlmi^ 
nality in this article is, that after the Su- 
preme Council had guaranteed the Begum 
in the poflelfion of the treafure left in her 
cuftody by her deceafed hulband, Sujah 
Dowlah, I permitted her fon to refume by 
force the faid treafures, and thereby vio- 
lated the guarantee. In order to Influence 
the minds of your Lordfliips and the Pub- 
lic, great pains were taken by my accufers 
to reprefent me as guilty of the moft atro- 
cious cruelties and barbarities in the ad of 
^ refu mption. I have, however, the happi- 
"^'neTs to find, that it is totally unneceflary 
for me to enter into an exculpation of my- 
felf with regard to the latter part ; for the 
evidence of Captain Jacques ®and Major 
(hlpin clearly proves, not ojdly that no 
cruelties wxre committed in the man per 

which 



( 37 ) 

which is ftated in the articles, but if thm 
really had been any cruelties committed, 
no blame could be imputed to me, nor to 
any perfon afting under the Britilh Govern* 
ment. That the refumption of the Be- 
gum’s jagheers, and the refumption of 
her treafure, had my approbation, I readily 
admit ; nay more, I admit, that after I 
had given my confent to thtf Nabob’s rc- 
fuming all the jagheers, and refuming all 
the treafure, I did earneftly urge him to 
carry his intentions into cffefl:. 

My Lords, at the time of my giving 
this confent, I was, from the intelligence 
I had received, fully convinced of the Be- 
gum’s difafFedion to our Government. It 
was not my opinion only, but it was the 
general rumour of the country, that (he 
and her Minifters aided and fupported 
Cheyt Sing in his rebellion. That fuch 
was the general rumour and public opinion, 
is evident from the affidavits already be- 
fore your Lordfhips ; and notwithftanding 
the ingenuity of the Managers, who la- 
boured to« explain away their meanings, 
thj?y ftill contain and afford the moft am- 
ple 
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^ df the hoftile mtentiotis, both of 
die Begam and her Minifter-s, towards out 
Gottmment. But had the continuation 
of this feihon enabled me to enter into a 
detailed defence, I could have brought the 
inoft irrefiftible evidence to prove, not only 
the general rumour and opinion, but alfo 
that the Begum did, through her Minif- 
tets, actually lend her affillance to our 
enemies. 

My Lords, I believe there is no Hate in 
the world that confiders a guarantee, made 
in favour of another ftate, binding any 
longer than whilft they continue in amity 
with each other. The firll hoftile aft of 
the party guaranteed is, and muft be, a fuf- 
iicient reafon for withdrawing proteftion. 

It is not expefted that we (hould proteft 
our enemies. It is true the Begum could 
not be conlidered as the Queen or Emprefs 
of an independent ftate : Ihe was properly 
a Jagheerdar, under the dominion of her 
fon ; and, perhaps, there was ihuch more 
internal criminality in making the gua- 
rantee, than in withdrawing it. The aft , of 

making 
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making it was not nunc; it was done by 
the Refident without the knowledge of the 
Board ; but it had their approbation after 
it was done. Neither do I contend, tl^t 
our Government was not bound to the ful- 
filment of the conditions. But as a great 
clamour had been raifed without door$ 
about the refumption of the Begum’s trea^ 
fure, and as it has been repnefented as a 
mofl unnatural a£t for a Ton to rob hit 
mother, I hope your Ix)jdfhips will allow 
me to ftate and explain the matter. 

When Sujah Dowlah died, he left a 
large fura of money in the cuftody of his 
wife : fhe had been his treafurer, and was 
fo at his deceafe. By the Mahomedan 
laws, the widow having a dower or fettle** 
ment, is not entitled to any (hare of the 
inteftate’s effefts. Sujah Dowlah died with- 
out a will ; and though poflefled of a very 
large fum of ready money, was alfo vef^ 
deeply in debt. His debts, if paid, would 
probably have confumed every rupee in his 
treafury. Iti India, as in all other coun- 
tries, debts imuft be paid, if there are fuf- 
feient afiets, prior to legacies, or any dif- 
2 tribution 
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tribution among the heirs. In any point 
of view, the Begum had no legal right to 
the treafures of her deceafed hufband : (he 
had no right, except that of poffeffion ; 
and of that her fon would have forcibly 
deprived her, had not the Rcfident inter- 
fered with his conciliatory advice between 
them. Nothing could excufe his interfer- 
ence, but the confideration of the near 
relationlhip between the parties, and the 
certainty of the Nabob’s having his juft 
right at the death of his mother. Had 
my accufers thought fit to have taken the 
other fide of the queftion, they could with 
as much eafe, and with much more juftice, 
have influenced the minds of their hearers 
againft the mother for her unnatural con- 
duftto her fon, than they did influence them 
againft the fon for ill condud to his mo- 
ther— I fay with much more juftice, be- 
caufe the fon had a right by the laws of 
his country, which his mother had not. 
If the latter was deprived of the treafure, 
fhe was only deprived of that fome years 
later, of which ftie could make no ufe, 
and which flic ought voluntarily to have 
given up fome years fooner. My Lords,. I 

fpcak 
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fpeak this on the equity of the cafe ; for 
though it may be contended that the Be- 
gum had a right to the treafure, by the 
Nabob’s conceflion and our guarantee, flic 
never had, nor could have, an equitabk 
right to retain it. There would have been 
nothing unjuft or unnatural in the Nabob’s 
taking by force the treafure left by-His fa- 
ther, if he had done it in the fttfl: inftancc, 
and appropriated it to the payment' of the 
immenie debts which Sujah Dowlah.owed 
when he died*, and which the fon was 
obliged to pay. It is nothing more than is 
done frequently by our Courts of Juftice, 
who will compel an avaricious mother to 
divide her deccafcd hufband’s property with 
her children, by an execution on her goods, 
or imprifonment of her perfon. 

If there would have been nothing im- 
proper in the Nabob’s infifting upon his 
right in the firft inftance, there could be 
nothing unnatural in what he did in the 
fecond inftance : he only cxercifed a right 
• 

• Above half a crote of ropeei to the Eaft-India 
Company, and from nine to fifteen month* pay due to 
an army of one hundred ihoufand men. 
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which he was rcftraincd from ufmg by a 
foreign influence, which, as I have faid, 
was not very properly exerted. 

But, my Lords, whether our interfer- 
ence in the original dispute between the 
mother and the fon was right or not, it 
was certain flie was entitled to our favour 
no longer tljan while (he continued to de- 
ferve it. 

My Lords, after I had, upon the fullcft 
conviftion of the Begum’s dilalTeftion to 
our Government, conlcntcd to the refump- 
tion of the treafure and jagheers, it is true, 
I was dcfirous of having it carried into 
immediate *efFeft. But the refumption of 
the jagheers was firft propofed by the Na- 
bob himfelf to be general ; and the point 
upon w'hich I afterwards prefl'ed him was, 
that of refuming the jagheers from his or- 
ierlies— a defeription of men that were by 
no means defervingof his countenance or 
favour. He never was averle to the refump- 
tion of the jagheers which wem held by his 
mother ; but rather than extend that re- 
liimption to his orderlies, though origi- 
nally propofed by himfelf, he w'ould have 
abandoned the plan altogether. This 
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I oppofed ftrenuopfly, bccaufc, having, 
committed myfelf by the aflent I gave, I 
could not brook the idea of my name be- 
ing made ufe of for the purpofe of making 
fo unworthy a diftinftion, which muft 
have affeded both the charafter of myfelf, 
and of the Engllfli Government. 

Much criminality ♦has been^ imputed to 
my neglefl: of the Company* ** s orders, 
which enjoined me to make a judicial 
enquiry into the truth of the Begum’s 
dIfafFedion. My Lords, I pofitively deny 
now, as I did at the time in Bengal, 
that any order was tranfmitted to us to 
make any enquiry at all * ; and if upon 

any 


• The paragraph which the Manageri called aa 
order, and which Mr. Haftings here denies to be one, 
runs as follows : 

** If it Jhall htrtafter U found that the Begums did 
** not take that hoAile part which has been repre* 
** fented, as well in the Governor Generars narrative, 
** as in the feverai documents therein referred to, 
** (and as it no where appears from the papers at pre* 
fent in our poflefiioa that they excited any coenmo* 
tioa previous to the imprifoament of Cheyt Sing, 
** >at only armed thetnfelves in cooiegiDeoce of that* 
G a tranf- 
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aHiy conftruftlon of language it had been 
deemed an order, which it was not by 
any one Member of the Board, it would 
have been an aft of infanity in us to have 
obeyed it, in Auguft, 1783, when a per- 
feft reconciliation had taken place between 
the Nabob and his mother. Such an en- 
quiry would have thrown all the Nabob’s 
dominions into uttet confufion. To have 
entered into an enquiry, if it had been or- 
dered, which I affirm, and fo did Mr. 
Maepherfon, after attentively reading the 
letter, it was not, would have opened the 


< tranfa^lioni and as it is probable that fuch a con* 
** du(5t proceeded entirely from motives of felf defence, 
** under an apprehenfion that they themfelvcs might 
likewife be laid under unwarrantable contributions) 
“ wf direct that you ufe your influence with the 
Vizier that their jagheers may be rejiored to them ; 
** but if they fhould be under apprchenfions refpt^ing 
4* the future conduff of the Fiziery and uiijh out fur- 
4* thtr proteilioHy it is our pleafure that you afford 
thefe ladies an afylum within the Company’s terri- 
“ torics, and there be paid the amount of their jag- 
lieers agreeably to the fecond articb of the late 
* treaty, through the medium of our Refident, as 
may he afeertained upon an averag^ eflimate of 
!bmc years back.” 


breach 
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breach again, and, perhaps, prevented it 
from ever clofing : befides, no arguments 
upon earth could have convinced the Nabob 
of the propriety of his reftoring the trea- 
fure, which ever was, in ftri£t juftice and 
equity, his own, and of which he had been 
unjuftly kept out of pofleffion. 

My Lords, there is a contradiftion in 
the charges brought againft me by my 
profccutors, which Ihew, that their zeal for 
accufing, tranfported them beyond the 
bounds of judgement, I am accufed of 
wringing by violence from the Nabob, his 
confent to the refumption of the treafurcs' 
and of the jagheers in one part of the ar- 
ticle ; and in another, of having fold my 
confent to the fame meafure for ten lacks 
of rupees to the Nabob 


♦ Extra^s from the fecond article. 

“ Which faid pleafure and order of the faid War* 
** ren E^aAings was forced upon the faid Nabob, and 
his confent t^ the faid unjuft and unjuAiiiahle a£E| 
wrung from him with an almoll unconquerable re- 
“ iu^ance, 

** And all the aboTC a£l$ and deedi are A ill more 

“ highly 
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My Lords, it is impoflible thefe twa 
propofitions can ftand together ; they con- 
tradidt each other, and I pofitively deny 
them both. I have another obfervation to 
make with refpedt to the refumption of the 
jagheers. It was ftipulated with the Nabob, 
that an equivalent in money fliould be an- 
nually paid to the Begum, in lieu of the 
lands of whiCh fhe was deprived. There 
was certainly no injuftice in this, and the 
meafure was of infinite fervice to the Na- 
bob’s government ; for it cut off thofc 
mifehiefs to which a divided authority is 
always liable in India. 

I muft intreat your Lordfliips to remem- 
ber, that at the time I formed an inten- 
tion to levy a fine upon Cheyt Sing, and 
when 1 confented to the refumption of the 


•* highly aggravated by the grofs and avowed cor- 
** ruption in which they originated. The faid Warren 
Haflings, at or about the time when he executed 
** the faid treaty of Chunar, withdrew the guarantee, 
^ and planned the feizuteof the treafures as aforelaid, 
having accepted, and taken to his own ufe, a pre- 
^ fent, or bribe, of one hundred tbcufand pounds 
“ from the faid Nabob,** &c. &c. 
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Begum’s trcafurc, our Government was 
in the utmoft dlftrcfs for money. I need 
not in this place enter into a minute de* 
tail of the feveral armies we then had in 
the field, or of the various demands upon 
me, for immediate fupplies of trcafurc. It 
is fufficient to fay, that the diftrefs was as 
great as it was poffiblc to be without an 
adlual ftate of bankruptcy, and infolvency. 
It was very natural, under fuch circum- 
ftances, for me to avail myfelf of every 
juft means of fupply, which fortune might 
throw in my way. It might, and I may 
fay it adtually did, incline me to aft with 
greater promptitude and decifion than I 
otherwife ftiould have done. I do not, 
however, mean to fay, that the want of 
money for the public fervice would have 
induced me to take the very meafures I 
did : neither is it neceffary to fay what 
meafures I ftiould have taken, under other 
circumftances, to procure the fpeedy pay- 
ment of the Nabob’s debt. But it would 
have been highly criminal in me, had I 
neglefted dr refufed to give my affent to 
the NaboWs propofition, which was founded 


m 
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in juftlcc and expediency, both for his 
government and ours, and particularly at 
a time when treafure was fo much wanted 
for the payment of our armies. 

My Lords, I do moft folcmnly declare 
that I afted to the beft of my judgement, 
paying due regard on the one hand to the 
laws of juftice, and on the other to the 
intereft of my employers. To myfelf in- 
dividually it Was a matter of no moment 
how the exigencies of the fcrvice were 
fupplied, fo they were adlually and effec- 
tually fupplied. I could have no undue 
bias upon my mind ; for had I been in- 
clined to. aft corruptly, I might have found 
my own account in forbearance, but not in 
cxaftlon. 

The next charge, mylvords, is that of 
the PRESENTS, and it divides itfelf into 
two parts, viz. that of the concealed, and 
that of the avowed prefents. 

In anfwer to the firft, I need only fay, 
;iat there is no proof before your Lord- 

fhips 
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Company, if it had not been paid to iiSe 
according to invariable ufage, from th6 
Nizamut. It is impoflible there could havei 
been any thing wrong in this tranfadtion : 
not only was it a matter of public nolo-, 
liety never denied by me, but the opinio 4 
of Counfcl was taken by the Company, aS 
to the propriety of commencing a profe-^ 
cutlon againft me for it, at ^a time when 
the Minifter wlfhed to feize any ground 
for removing me from my ftation, through 
the medium of the Court of Directors. 
The Legiflature, fince this bufinefs was 
the fubje£l of difeuflion, has three fcveral 
times appointed me Governor General of 
Bengal, at the recommendation of that Mi- 
nifter. Surely, my Lords, it cannot be the 
intention of my countrymen, after availing 
themfclvcs of my fcrvices as long as they 
wanted tliem, to call me to an account for 
aits, which were publicly known fifteen 
years ago. If there was any criminality 
in my receiving the amount of my ex- 
pellees from the Nabob, it was fufEcient 
to have induced my fuperiors to have re- 
called me at the time when they firft knew 
of it : but it was never held up to the 
I world 
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si my having accepte4 any thing meii 
■ tkih the cornmnn Zeftfbt*; and even 
Ihia thwe Is no other proof than my own 
•dauiOoDi I will not pretend to deny, 1 
never did deny, that 1 accepted the ufual 
ItotMtaioments which were then (for it wu 
pnevious to the aA of ParUament probibi|- 
ing the receipt of prefents) ufoally given 
to the Vifitor^by the Vifited. The Nabob 
of Bengal received a thoufand ficca rupees 
•day for a finular entertainment from the 
Gimpany, as often as he viiited the Gover> 
nor in Calcutta^ It was uftial in the coun* 
try, and it is impofoble for any perfon to 
lead any oriental hiftory, without know> 
ing, that the cuftom has prevailed all over 
the Eafti from the moft ancient times to 
die prefont. My predeceflbrs, as 1 was in- 
formed, had received the fame, and it was 
never held criminal in them. I can moft 
folenmly affirm for myfolf, and I dare lay 
it might be faid for my predecelTors alfo, 
that I did not add one rupee to my fortune 
by this allowance ; and 1 am confident 1 
muft have charged as large a fom to the 


* Esiertainment. 
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World ad a bebous o&oce, till vxj 
thought it m^t be of ufe, to bad thebab 
of criminality. 

Time, my Lords, will not permit me b 
lay any more in exculjation of myblf 
£:om the remainder of dte allegations ill 
this part of the article, nor is it necelbry, 
fince no evidence has been given upmi 
than ; but I Iblemnly declare that each 
allegation is utterly falfe, and without a 
lhadow of foundation; 1 folemnly declare, 
that I never direftly or indircdlly received a 
prefent from Nundcomar, or any other per* 
fon mentioned in this divilion of the charge. 

I mull; haften to make my obfervatipns 
on that part of the charge which is called 
the avowed prefeuts. 

My Lords, the Managers of the profecu- 
tion againft me have here prepared a two- 
edged fword; for they have endeavoured 
to Ihew a double lhare of criminality in 
this tranfadion. Firft they contend, that 
I took the prefents with a corrupt inten- 
tion, and Would have kept them, had not 
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tey feirt urged me to a difclofure; and 
iecoiidlyt that the receipt of prefents, 
.though for the ufe of the Company, vm 
a breach of an a£t of Parliament. In fup- 
|x>rt of the flrft conclufion, they have no- 
thing but their own fufpicions, which they 
have endeavoured to imprefs upon the 
minds of your Lordlhips, by attempting 
to Ihew a variation in the feveral accounts 
which I have given refpefting the time 
and manner of receiving them* 

To repel this mode of attack, and to 
e^cc the fufpicions which they endeavour 
to raife, I have the oath of Mr. Larkins, 
a man of the higheft charafter for truth 
and honour, whofc integrity has been re- 
peatedly acknowledged by Earl Cornwallis, 
the Board of Controui, and the Court of 
Direftors ♦, and whom I believe to be as 
rigidly honeft a man as any in Europe. 
That there are variations in the diderent 
accounts I admit. Many midakes I have 


• In elven letteri, writtfo to and from Bengal 
finct the year 1775. 
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toade, which hav<i ftrack me with a$ mUch 
aftoniihment as they could poiTibly ftrike 
any of youl* Lordfliips. If there had b^n 
any aft done by me a few years ago, of 
which I conceived myfelf warranted to 
i^ak with a more perfeftrecolleftion than 
another, it was this: That before I left 
Calcutta, in July, 1781,! had endorfcd the 
bonds of which your Lordfliips^bave heard 
fo much, and had left them with Mr, 
Larkins, to deliver up to the Council, in the 
. event of my death. So defirous was I that 
, the ftatement of this faft fhould not reft 
upon my aflertion, that I defired a fearch 
might be made at the India Houfe for thofe 
bonds, or for copies of them ; but none 
were to be found. I then requefted Major 
Scott to write to Mr. Larkins in my name, 
and to defire a fearch to be made for them 
in Calcutta ; and if found, that they might 
be publicly tranfmitted to the Company. 
They were found ; they were fent to the 
Company in 1789 by Earl Cornwallis, at 
the exprefs requifition of Mr. Larkins, 
who ftates ig his letter that he made that 
requifition at my defire, tranfmitted to him 
by Major Scott ; but to my utjter furprize 

the 



the endorfcment of the bonds Is not dated 
until the 29th of May, 1781. 

After this fa£t, my Lords, I am as ready 
as any man to acknowledge, that I have 
been imprudent in a degree that merits 
fome of the reflections fo illiberally thrown 
out againft me, for having written, as I 
have too often done, on matters of account, 
in which I have myfelf been previoufly 
concerned, without having a (ingle paper 
or document of any fort near me at the , 
time 1 wrote : for 1 admit, it to have been 
well obferved by the Manager who clofed 
the article of prefents, that 1 not only af- 
firmed I had endorfed the bonds in the mid- 
dle of 1 78 1 , but had afligncd a reafon for fo 
doing ; namely, left I (hould die during my 
abfeuce from Calcutta. 

My Lords, after this, 1 (hould be almoft 
afraid to hazard a fuppofition ; but as the 
bonds were left with Mr. Larkins as my 
attorney, and as Mr. Larkins knew from 
the firft that they were not my prq)erty, I 
conclude that I told him, in 1781, that in 
the event of my deceafe he was to deliver 

them 
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tHemto the 'Council, which I con^nded 
with the adl of having eudorled them. 

But, tny Lords, from all the inaccura- 
cies in the accounts before you, I defy any 
candid man alive to draw this conclufion ; 
that I intended for a moment to apply this 
money, or a rupee of it, to my own ufe. 

My Lords, you cannot fufpcfl me of a 
fraudulent intention, without looking upon 
me as the weakeft, or upon Mr. Larkins, as 
the moft perjured of mankind. Had my 
conftruiSion of the purpofe intended by the 
endorfement of the bonds been invented 
for the purpofe of deception, I fliould 
have (topped when I had afligned it. In- 
ilead of this, I fought, and with a dili- 
gence which it is not likely that I Ihould 
have employed to deleft myfelf in a felfc- 
hood ; firft, for authentic copies of the en- 
dorfed bonds at the India Houfe, and after- 
wards for the originals in Calcutta. Thele 
being found, proved that I had erred in my 
account of *the tranfadion ; but it alfo de- 
monftrativaly proved, that I had given that 
account, believing it to be true ; and pre- 
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fumptively, that my intention and confe- 
quent inftruftions to Mr. Larkins were, 
that the bonds, in the event of my death, 
fhould be cancelled by him. 

Time will not allow me to enter Into a 
detail of the various circumftances, and to 
give my reafons for accepting the prefents, 
farther than ^to repeat what 1 have often 
declared, that the neceflitles of the Com- 
pany’s fervlce made me joyfully fnatch at 
every juft means of relieving them The 

Managers 


* A circumllance foniething fimilarto this occurred 
upon another occafion, to another gentleman, Mr. 
Stables was examined upon the trial of Mr. Haflmgs 
relative to a motion made by himfclf in Council, for 
an enquiry into the difafFcdlion of the Begums, and 
the following queHions were put to him : 

432 of the pi inted evidence. 

‘‘ ^ Do you rccolledf, in a minute of the 9th of 
•• September, 1783, that you propofed an enquiry to 
ho made, vvliethtr or not there liad appeared any 
loi i of diradet^ion in the Begums oft)ude, previous 
to the UO'ibles m Benares? , 

“ A Yes ; 1 do recoiled it. 

“ ^ What 
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Managers have totally failed In their eil- 
deavours to (hew any corrupt aft done by 
me in favour of the perfons from whom 
thefe prefents were received. The lands 

at 


** ^ What wij yout motive for prbpofing that 
“ inveftigation ? 

** ji. A letter from the Court of Dirft6tots~/ con* 
** ceived it to be ordered by them* 

^ Did you conceive the Court of Dire<Slor$ poJi» 
** tively to direfl that enquiry f 

** A. I did fo certainly at the time ; and I beg to re* 
<< fet to the minutes which exprefs it,** 

The words of Mr. Stables’s minute of the 9th of 
September, 1783, are: 

“ The Court of Dire6lors, by their letter of the 

14th of February, feem not to be fatisfied 

that the difaffedion of the Begums it fufficicntly 
“ proved by the evidence before them. 

“ I therefore think that the late and prefent Refi- 
“ dent, &c., (hould be called upon to colledl/’ &c. ^ 
Page 922 of the printed evidence. 

Every man who reads the minute will fee how 
totally Mr. StaSles had forgot the circumftance ; for 
he made his mcj^ion, not becaufe the Direflors had poji- 
tively ordered an invejiigation^ but becaufe they feemed net 

I /« 
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at Nuddeca, Diiiagepopr, and Bahar, were 
let to the beft poffible advantage, and every 
means taken to realize their revenues. 

My Lords, it will depend upon your 
Lordfliips to give me what degree of credit 
yo\i pleafc Whether | intended for a mo- 
ment to apply any one of the fums received 
by me to my oiyn ufe, is a point which 
can be known only to God and my own 
co,I^cIe^)ce. I can folemnly, and with a 
pure confcience, affirm, that I never did 
harbour fuch a thought for an inftant : 
and permit me to add, my Lords, that I 
was too intent upon the means to be em- 
ployed for preferving India to Great Britain, 
from the hour in which 1 was informed 
that France meant to ftrain every nerve to 
difpute that empire with us, to beftow a 


to be fatiified* Yet no on.e can. Mr. Stablei of 
intentional deception, and he referred the Court to 
his own minute, for an explanation of his motives, for 
propofjiig an invcftigaiion ; and the reference proved, 
that in hr years he had forgot what fiere the real mo> 
tives that induc^ him to make a motion in the Su- 
preme Council. 


thought 
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thought upon myfelf^ or my own private 
fortune. 

With refped to my having violated an 
aft of Parliament, I do by no means ad- 
mit that I have done it : that depends, not 
upon what I have done, but upon what 
your Lordfliips may do ; that is, upon 
what conftruftion your Lordfliips may put 
upon the difputed claufe. I can only fay, 
that I interpreted it to the beft of my 
, judgement ; and if I have erred, 1 have 
done fo in common with many others. 
No perfon ever fuggefled to me, that the 
aft of Parliament deprived the Company 
of the right of receiving the cuflomary 
prefents, till 1 heard that interpretation 
from fotne Membets of the Houfe of Com- 
mons. 

My Lotds, I fliould think it Impofllblc 
for your Lordfliips to fix any crirhinality 
upon incurable ignorance — 1 fay incurablt--^ 
for though your Lordfliips (hould punifli 
me ill the ^vereft manticr for this miftake, 
the example can be of no ufe to the prefent 
* i z genera- 
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generation, nor to pofterity : ftr you can 
never give a common underftanding the 
powers of dividing into the latent meaning 
of an obfcure claufe in an aft of Parlia- 
ment ; a claufe of which its real, but latent 
meaning, is at variance with its gramma-r 
tical conftruftion. 

But, my Lords, a criminality of this na- 
ture muft depend as well upon the under- 
ftanding of the Judges, as of the party ac- 
cufed ; for it is poffible that his interpret 
?ation may be right, and theirs wrong. 

But, my Lords, I have two obfervations 
to make, either of which alone would be a 
full anlwcr to the point of criminality : — r 
Firft, that there can be no criminality in 
unavoidable error ; for though it is a maxim 
in law, that ignorance is no excufe, it goes 
upon this fuppofition, that information was 
pnjjible ; which, in my cal'e, it was not. 
Secondly, that “ CommunU error facit jus 
• u every body that I had occafion to con- 
' rfe or correfpond with feemed all to un- 

derftand 
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derftand the claufe in the fame light as I 
did* 

I muft here conclude my comment upon 
this article, with again declaring the pu- 
rity of my intentions ; that I accepted the 
prefents for the good of my employers, 
and that I employed them In their fervicc 
at a time when the governn^nt of India 
was diftrefl'ed beyond the power of de- 
fcriptlon. 


* The clau fes arc as follows : 

** And be it further ena< 5 led by the authority afore* 
faid, I'hat no Governor General, or any part of the 
Council of the faid United Company's Prefidency of 
Fort William in Bengal, fhall dire(fllyor indire< 511 y 
by themfelves, or by any other perfon or perfons for 
♦* his or their ufe, or on his or theii behalf, accept, 
** receive, or take, of or from any perfon or perfons, 
in any manner, or on any account whatfoever, any 
prefent, gift, donation, gratuity, or reward. 

** And it is hereby further enabled by the authority 
aforefaid. That every fuch prefent, gift, gratuity, 
donation, or reward, accepted, taken, or received, 
fhall be deenfbd and conllrued to have been received, 
taken, or had, to and for the fcle ufe of the faid 
United Company.” 


My 
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My Lords, the FOURTH ARTICLE 
is that of CONTRACTS and ALLOW- 
ANCES. It comprehends, in a govern- 
ment of thirteen years, five different heads. 

The firft is, that I gave Mr. Sullvan a 
contraA for opiuhi, wdiich proved very lu- 
crative to him, and that I gave it without 
putting it up to the loWeft bidden The 
fafts are true, and it is incumbent upon me 
to explain every circumftancc in the tranf- 
aftion. It was I myfelf that created that • 
rcfourcc of revenue for the Company, and 
they derived much advantage from it, above 
half a million fterling in my government. 

The value of the opium contrail: \Vaa 
firft afeertained by audlion, and ive ac- 
cepted the propoials of Mr. Griffith and 
Mr. Wilton, who were the loweft of thir- 
teen bidders. We gave it to them a le- 
cond year ; and in this contrail was 
given to a friend of Mr. Francis’s, to a 
\h\ Mackenzie, who held it three years 
non the former terms and ‘then it was 
veil to him for one year longeri It was 
:ct givai tj Mr. Sulivan, who. It feems, 

fold 
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fold the contrail: at a very advanced rate to 
Mr. Benn, who afterwards fold it to Mr. 
Young; but of this fale I was vtterly 
ignorant, until after my arrival in Eng- 
land ; and Mr. Sulivan was, during the 
whole period of his contrail:, > the perfon 
refponfible to the Eaft-Jndia Company. 

My Lords, it was impoffiyc for me to 
know the exaft price of opium in the pro- 
vinces ; and it now appears upon evidence, 

* that it was purchafed by the fecond con- 
trailors much cheaper than ever it had 
been by the Patna Council, when they en- 
joyed it as a perquifite. 

The only queftion that can be aflted here 
is I Why was not the contrail put up to 
auilion according to the Company’s order ? 

To this, my Lords, I anfwer, that opium 
was of that nature, and fo liable to frauds 
and adulteration, that it was detrimental to 
the intoreft of the Company to give a con- 
trail upon’fuch low terms as to drive the 
contraflor, to the neceflity of debafing its 
quality, to preferve himfelf from lofs. It 
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was abfolutely neceflary in fuch a cafe, ai 
it was in many others, to have a man of 
credit, honour, and property, upon whom 
we could rely for a juft and faithful per- 
formance of his engagement. 

My Lords, it was objefted that Mn 
Sullvan was too young and unexperienced 
for fuch an employment : but thofe who 
made the objeftion did not advert to this 
coiifi deration, that the fame objeftion 
would lie againft Mr. Mackenzie, and it 
would operate againft the appointment of 
every Member of Council who had of late 
been fent to India. Surely inexperience In 
the growth and manufadture of opium, and 
inexperience in the modes and forms of go* 
vernment, are expofed to hazards of very 
different magnitude and confequence. 

An objedlion has been raifed againft Mr. 
Sulivan, on account of his being called my 
r.thftant. By afliftant it was hot meant 
illcague in office, or participant in power; 
:t a more refpedable name for a fecretary, 
vv] iter. 


The 
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The next head is, the Army-cattls 
Cots TRACT. Upon this I am charged 
with corruption and wafte in the rates, and 
excefs in the increafed numbers of the 
cattle. 

The corruption, I conclude, alludes to 
fome inordinate profit in it. To this I 
anfwer, that the profit was folemnly at- 
tefted by Mr. Fergufon, ofFeriifg to confirm 
it by oath, that fifteen per cent, per annum 
was the extent of the profit during the 
war, and that profit ftill liable to outftand- 
iiig debts. This, fo far from being an ex- 
orbitant profit, amounted to no more than a 
rcafonablc agency. 

But I flrould firft have anfwcrcd the 
charge of breach of orders in not putting 
the contract up to auction, and accepting 
the lowefl: bidder. The Army Contradt 
had for many fucceflive years been put up 
to annual falc, until it had been beaten 
down to rates unequal to the fcrvicc. 
This came in proof before me : for when 
the war was I'prcading, the contraftor threw 
himfelf upon our equity, and declared he 
K could 
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coyld not perform the fervice upon the 
terms he had undeirtaken. The terms, in 
confequence of that reprefentatlon, were 
revifed and amended ; the Board having, 
in the year 1778, granted additional allow- 
ances, becaufe the former were infuificient. 
How was it poflible to adveftife for the 
loweft bidder, while we were rejedting the 
lowed bid4er, and admitting the expedi- 
ency of raifing his terms ? The thing re- 
quired by the Company was imprafticable. 
As to the extravagance of the rates, thefe 
had been formed with the advice of the bed 
informed and mod experienced officers. 
This point was alfo brought in proof before 
me : for when General Goddard’s army 
was to march acrofs India, they had fcarcely 
quitted our provinces, when the contradlor 
proved himlclf once more obliged to throw 
himfelf upon the jufllccof the Board, iiot- 
withdanding the ralfcd rates, which he 
found inadequate to the fervice ; he there- 
fore prayed that fomc other might do the 
Icrvicc ; and his prayer was granted. 


The cxcefs of numbers is next to be con- 
■^deied. Six thoufand feven hundred were 
2 appointed 
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appointed for an army of thirty-five thou- 
fand men. No detachment marched that 
did not require much larger proportion 
than thefe numbers bore to the whole 
army. The army now in the field, of 
eighteen thoufand men, has twenty-three 
thoufand head of cattle. A detachment 
of two thoufand five hundred men marched 
from Bombay; they had nineteen thou- 
fand head. In fliort, no army ever moved 
that did not prove the numbers fixed in 
the new contrafl: to be too fmall, inftead of 
too great, provided 1 am right in my opi- 
nion, which is, that the army in Bengal, 
and in Oude, fhould at all times be in rea- 
dinefs for adlual fervice 

The 

* The gentleman who opened this charge in the late 
Houfe of Commons, and clofed it in the Houfe of 
Lords, being a military officer of rank in the King's 
army, an officer in the fervice of the Eaft-India Com- 
pany, who conceives this fubjedf, if not well under- 
ftood, may lead to confequences far more fatal to the 
public than any that may perfonally affe(5l Mr. 
Haftings, has favoured us with the following obfer- 
vations ; 

K 2 “In 
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The next criminal point imputed to me, 
is that of granting extraordinary allowances 

to 


In the campaigni of General Carnac, in 1765, re* 
preft'ntations were made to the Government of Ben- 
gal of the difficulties and inconveniences fuftained in 
furniftiing draft and carriage cattle for the army ; 
and the General was ordered to increafe the allow- 
ances to the cohtrai^lor confiderably beyond the con- 
trad price. 

On the 24th of March, 1767, Colonel (now Ge- 
neral) Richard Smith, who had then recently fucceeded 
to the command of the Bengal army, laid the follow- 
ing reprefentaiion before the Governor and Seled 
Committee : 

“ Colonel Smith has experienced the many incon- 
veniences which arlfe to the public fervice from the 
“ prefent method of providing draught bullocks for 
the fervice of the artillery, particularly that when- 
*' ever the troops are ordered to march, the contrac- 
tors then fet about providing bullocks, by which 
much time is loft, and fuch cattle colleded as are 
by no means proper for the employ ; and as, in cafe 
“ of adual fervice, the fate of a battle may probably 
depend upon the having proper draught bullocks for 
the life of the artillery the Colonel very ftrenu- 
oiiily lecommends to the Board the following 
hmplc plan ; 


« That 
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to Sir EyreCootc, and continuing them to 
him after the Court of Direftors had prohi- 
bited thofe allowances* 

' My 

“ That the Government fhall fupply the Company 
‘‘ from the Purneah country with twelve hundred 
“ draught bullocks of the largcftkind; fix of thefe 
** would, in cafe of ncceflity, draw a flx>pounder ; 
“ but more than eight will never be lequired.” 

(N. B. The bullocks \inder Mr. Croft’s contrad 
were all to be of this breed.) 

And that the Company may know the extent of 
“ their expence, the Colonel would recommend that 
thefe draught bullocks fliould be fed by contrad, 
** fpecifying a certain daily allowance for each bullock 
7h( bullock driven to be included^ allowing one to 
each pair of draught bullock 

(N. B. This is the arrangement of Mr. Crofte’s 
contrad, which His Majefty’s officer was foaftoniffied 
at, appealing triumphantly to the country gentlemen, 
and alking them what they would think if a driver 
was kept to every pair of their bullocks,) 

It was foon after propofed and agreed to, that the 
contrador ftiould purchafe thefe bullocks at the fum 
they coft the Company. 

On the 2®th of Odober, 1767, Colonel Smith 
again wrote on this fuhjed as follows : 


« The 
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My Lords, the Company allowed the 
Commander in Chief, being in Council, 
fix thoufand pounds a year, for his fepa- 
* rate 

** The article of draught bullocks is of fo much im- 
“ portancc to the fuccefs of military operations, tliat I 
am very defirous to have this branch of the fervice 
“ well condufletl. No private contrador could pro- 
** cure a numbe? of proper cattle ; that want will now 
be remedied ; it only remains that thofe cattle 
** fhould be kept in good order, and for which 
•* purpofe I recommend that one thoufand draught 
•• bullocks for the fervice of the army Ihould be kept 
in eonrtant pay, as no contradlor can maintain a 
proper number of bullocks without fuch a ftipu- 
** lation. 

“ The contraft fpccifies, that eight bullocks fliould 
“ draw a fix- pounder ; liitheiio ten have been yoked 
•• to a cannon of that calibre ; all other carriages in 
proportion. 1'he Company will no'v fave 25 per 
** cent, in that article ; for eight good Cullocks are 
full fuificient. 

** The contraiSl in Bengal is on much loxcr terms 
“ than ever I knew it on the coafl ; 1 would not wijh to 
“ have a ccntratlor tied up too clojely^jot the confequences 
would be^ the lattle kept in a Jiatc unfit for hard duty; 

' but I would vvifli to have him perform hiscontradl, 
and then the fei vice cannot fufFer/’ 


Colonel 
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rate truft. Sir John Clavering thou^t it 
infufficient, and remonftrated, but without 

fucccfs. 


Colonel Smith wrote again on the fubjeiSlof the 
Bullock Contra6l as follows^ dated the 12th of Fe- 
bruary, 17691 

“ The lime of renewing the contrails for providing 
and feeding of draught and carriage bullocks, 

** with the army, being now near at hand, I take the 
** liberty of offering to you my fentimenls on that 
very important branch of the fervice. The many 
letters which I had occalion to addrefs to the Board 
“ on this fubjeift during the former contradb, will 
“ fliew the inconveniences which the fervice then la- 
“ boured under, from the extreme bad Bate of the cat- 
“ tie provided by the different conirarSlors i and as 
‘‘ ih/s is an artick of juch importance to our army, that 
“ the event of the grealejl military operations may depetid 
“ on it, I am of opinion that much attention is due 
“ to this fubjerfl. I would therefore offer it to llie 
“ Board as my fentiments, that they Jhould not be over 
JoUcitous in letting the central'/ at an under rate, becaufe 
“ the fervice mujl inevitably ffffer, by the inability of 
“ the conira^or to fulfil the ai tides of his agreement, 
“ The prefent I take to be as low as any contra 61 or 
can afford, if ftri£l juflice he done to the fervice ; 
** and as 1 fliaJJ always rigidly cxafl this, whilll I con- 
“ tinue to command your army, / wijh not to fee the 
“ contrad taksn upon lower conditions than the perfon 
“ who undertakes it can afiord.'^ 


On 
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fuccefs. The probable confequence of hls 
failure was, that he never vifited the dif- 

tant 


In the month of March, 177c, the Direflors tranf- 
mitted their orders to Bengal, that the contrail for 
draught and carriage cattle fhould be annual, and 
granted to the lowed bidder. The confequence was, 
that between the years 1771 and 1777 the contradi 
was above eighty per cent, lower than when General 
Smith commanded the army— the terms for a bullock 
in 1768 being fix rupees and an half a month ; and in 
1777, three rupees and feven annas. 

The writer of thefe remarks, who ferved under Ge- 
neral Smith’s command, would not have it inferred 
from this, that the General was fo improvident as to 
wink at fo notorious a fraud upon the Company : the 
fa(^ is, that a bullock cannot polTibly be kept fit for 
fcrvice at fo low a rate as three rupees feven annas a 
month; and the moment the war broke out the Go- 
vernment of Bengal were obliged to annul their occo- 
nomical conlradl. 

We pafs over the period of the contrail with Mr. 
Croftes, which is the matter that Mr. Haftings has 
replied to, and (hall notice what has lately happened 
in India. 

The inconveniencies fudained by the want of bul- 
ocks in the prefent war, are, in fa6t, fully explained 
“y papers before the Houfe of Coartiions, and they 


were 
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tant ftations of the army, nor took the 
field ill perfon whilft in India. Sir Eyre 
Coote, on the contrary, early declared his 
intentions to vifit the feveral Nations of the 


were of fuch a nature as to induce Lord Cornwallis to 
make tlie following propofition on the 6th of Novem- 
ber, 1790, a few days before he embarked for Madras, 
to which his Counfel agreed : 

“ As it is an objedl of the firfi intportance^ to pro- 
** vide for the draught of our artillery in the com- 
pleatefl manner, I propofe to colledl all the trained 
draught cattle from the different ftations, within our 
reach, either by land or water conveyance ; and to 
authorize the purchafe of any good, ferviceable, and 
“ well-trained hackery bullocks, that may be procura- 
ble, either at the Prcfidency, or at Muxadavad, my 
ohje£l will be to obtain, at leafl, onethoufand head 
** of the heft and moft efficient cattle ; hut as we can 
“ hardly hope to accomplijh it, I propofe, that any defi- 
“ ciency fhall be made up by young and new cattle, 
“ to be purchafed by Mr. Biddulph, who is now on 
“ the fpot, at Purneah ; and tliough I am aware they 
will not become immediately ufeful, I am ftill in 
hopes, that by exertions, and care in training them, 
“ they may be made ferviceable in a’/hort time. I 
propofe to make ufe of the agency of Mr Biddulph, 
** the contrador at Purneah ; and that hefhould em- 
“ ploy his agent, Mr, Ritfo, at Berhampore. I’he 
“ contra£lor*s agency will be made ufe at the Prefi- 
“ dency ; buf as the cattle procured by Mr. Biddulph, 
** over and above what he obtains to complcat the efta- 
“ bhfliment, will not fall within the terms of his con- 

• “ iradl 
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army, and the Board fixed certain allow- 
ances, which he was to receive while abfent 
from Calcutta. He reviewed the army in 

** tra£l, it will be fjfoper that fome gratuity fhould be 
given to the contra«flor for his agency in the bufi- 
“ nefs, the amount of which may be determined, when 
“ his accounts, attejledupon honour^ are given in.” 

This minute from Lord Cornwallis is decifive as to 
the propriety of up a proper eftablifhment of 

bullocks in future, fince it appears, that when the ne- 
ceffity was moft urgent, his Lordfliip could not depend 
upon obtaining fo fmall a number as one thoufand from 
the military flations, and from the two great cities of 
Calcutta and Moorfludahad, and they were to be 
purcliafed and irahted when they were mojl wanted. 
It is alfo a direct refutation of an alTertion made by Mr. 
Francis in July I779> fhat hullocki can be hired or prcjpd 
when they are wanted. An aflertion which every officer 
knows to be unfounded in ra< 5 l, and which Mr. Francis 
himfelf ought not to have made, becaufe in that year, 
1779. he fignecl a letter to the Council of Burdwan, 
ordering them to prefs one hundred and fixty bullocks 
for the fervice of Colond Camac’s detachment, the 
contraffor not being able tofurnilh fo very inconjidera^ 
bit a number, TlieColonel only could procure fevcniy ; 
tlie drivers to thefe ran away , his ammunition was 
• '■ewed upon the road as he inarched, and he was com- 
'led to employ fixty of his fepoys a^drivers. 7'he 
./iom I s letter to the Governor General and Council, 
yhich Mr. FYancis was a mcinherji Baling thefe 
IS in Appendix, No. i9i,of the fixth Report of 
Secict Committee. 


Oude, 
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Oude, and the Board thought it reafonabie 
that, while Sir Eyre Coote was in the 
Vizier’s dominions, thefe extra allowances 
ftiould be defrayed by the Vizier, who rea- 
dily confented to pay them. 

This, my Lords, was not any breach of 
treaty, for the treaty mentioned in this ar- 
ticle, as having been violated, was the 
treaty of Lucknow, conluded in 1775, by 
which the Nabob was to pay two lacks, 
and fixty thoufand rupees a month, for a 
fpeclfic number of troops ; but fiiice that 
period an additional number of troops had 
been ftationed in his own dominions, at his 
own exprefs rcquilition ; for which he paid 
an additional, but indefinite fum, annually. 

The Nabob had fo high a fenfe of Sir 
Eyre Coote’s merits and fervices, that in- 
ftead of objefting to the propoftd allow- 
ance, he exprefled a wifh t^iat it were dou- 
ble that amount. lie doubtlefs never loft 
light in the Generars abfence, of his being 
engaged as much in the defence of his pro- 
vinces, as of thole of the Company ; and 
it was upon that principle that he was fo 
forward to continue Sir Eyre Coote’s al- 
L 2 lowances 
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I’owances whilft on the coaft. It is al- 
ways the cuftom for all the Company’s 
military fervants to draw double Batta, or 
extra allowances, when out of the Com- 
pany’s provinces ; and it would be ftrange 
indeed, that the Commander In Chief ftiould 
be the only exception. 

My Lords, when Sir Eyre Coote quitted 
the upper provinces, and went on fervicc 
to the coaft, the fame allowances were con- 
tinued to him by the Company : for it was 
unreafonable that he (hould take the field 
upon the allowances which his predeceflbr 
enjoyed for ftaying in Calcutta. 

My Lords, I fo well knew the value of 
Sir Eyre Coote’s prefence on the coaft, at 
the time when the army was defeated and 
difpirited, that there is hardly any thing he 
could have alked, which I Ihould not have 
given him. 

My Lords, I muft alfo pray you to ad- 
vert to the circumftance of General Stib- 

•t, who was an inferior officer, having 
allowance of above eighty tlioufand ru- 
> a year, whilft General Coote was re- 
Icd to fixty thoufand. Could it be ex- 

peded 
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peAed that he ihould have been fatisded 
with that degrading difference, at the fame 
time that he was upon a<3ual fcrvice, and 
liable to many additional expences, whilft 
General Stibbert was at his cafe, in can- 
tonments, or garrifon ? 

My Lords, it was impoffibie for Sir 
Eyre Coote’s allowance, as fettled at homCy 
to be fufficient in the Jield^ if the fame fum 
was not too much for General Clavering in 
Calcutta, or if a greater fum was not too 
large for General Stibbert, in Cantonments. 

But, my Lords, it was not a time to 
cavil with Sir Eyre Coote about field al- 
lowances : I never was more convinced of 
the truth of any hypothcfis than of this ; 
namely, that if Sir Eyre Coote had refigned 
in difgulf, which he might have done, the 
Carnatic had been infallibly loft to this 
country, for ever, I can only fay in addi- 
tion, that I had no linifter view or motive 
in w'hat I did ; and I Ihould think it my 
duty to aft the lame part over again, in 
like circumftanccs. Nay, I would have 
abridged my own allowances to have 

increafed 
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incrcafed his, if he could have received 
them, rather than have fufFered him to 
refign in difguft, or to have quitted the 
army in difeontent. 

My Lords, in accounting for the agency 
given to Mr. Auriol, it will be neceflary for 
a moment again to call your attention to the 
very alarming and diftreffed ftate of our 
poffeffions in the Carnatic. Hyder Ally, 
yiSlorlous in the fields with his numerous 
army, which had cut off a large detach- 
ment of our troops, and had driven the main 
body back with confiderable lofs to Madras, 
was laying ficge to Arcot, which inevita- 
bly fell foon after, for want of fuccours. 
His numerous followers were defolating 
and laying wade the whole foce of the 
country, by burning the villages, and de- 
ftroying the cultivation, up to the very 
walls of Madras. 

In this defperate fituation did the Prefi- 
drnt and Council write to us for every pof- 
! ' aid of troops, money, and provifions. 
Kvre Cootc, with a reinforcement of 
cans and treafure, by the celerity of 

his 
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his departure and arrival, though in the worft 
feafon of the year," gave a fortunate turn to 
the ftate of our affairs upon the coaft. Wc 
at the fame time entered into a contraft to 
fend them the quantity of rice which they 
had applied for: but this was foon ex- 
haufted. They applied for more, and Mr. 
Auriol, our Secretary, delivered in propo- 
fals to fend it on the fame terms as the laft 
contrail. 

My liOrds, I then forefaw that the Pre- 
fidency of Madras, as well as the army, 
muff depend entirely for their fubfiftence 
and fupport upon Bengal Another con- 
trad would have been but a feeble re- 
fource. The exports of individuals could 
never be relied upon, for fo great and fo 
fenous an objed. 

Mylvords, contrads might have failed. 
One concrad, and one only, was entered 
into during the fcrvice of the agency, and 
that dfd Jiiil. 1 he contrador prayed to be 
rcleal'cd from a gitat part of his contrad, 
and was rdeafed, although the rate of his 
contrad was higher than the average price 
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of all'the agent’s fupplies, with his com- 
miffion included. Nay, contrails muft 
have failed for want of refources in the 
Treafury to fulfil the ftipulations for the 
public. The agent employed his own credit. 

My Lords, the French fleet was for near 
two whole feafons in complete and undif- 
turbed poflefllon of the bay of Bengal; ours 
being in harbour at Bombay. Infurance 
was not always to be procured, and indivi- 
duals would not truft their property but in 
the hopes of large profits to compenfate for 
their rilks. 

My Lords, the public had fo great a flake 
to fave, that it anfwered to them to fend rice, 
at all rilks ; and the event has proved, that it 
anfwered well; as the agent, though his 
commiffion was liberal, fupplied the fettle* 
ment of Madras with rice, both better in 
quality, and twenty per cent cheaper, than 
the former contrail. He fupplied them 
with it at one half the price at which indi- 
viduals, landing it there, were compelled by 
the government of Madras to fell it to them 
.0 exchange for bills upon Bengal; and 

the 
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iht average rate of all his fupplies, witfi 
commillion included, was lels than the rates 
of ten out of eleven propofals received fof 
the contraft, after the agency wasabolilhed ; 
and as low as the very lowed propofal. The 
commifTion, 1 admit, was liberal, though not 
more tlian liad been ufual for offic<^s of fup- 
ply in Bengal. It was originally ffteen^ 
never twenty Jive per cent, (as erroneoufly 
dated by the manager who dimmed up the 
charges) but afterwards confiderably re- 
duced ; and there were many charges to be 
defrayed out of it. 

My Lords, 1 fubmit, that an agency 
was the only edcdual mode of infuring a' 
con dan t and fufficient dipply for this im- 
portant fervice; and 1 maintain, that it has 
proved to be the mod frugal mode to the 
Company The confidence which the 

Board 


* Mr. Pitt, who appeared to have invefligated this 
ageitcy inoft thoroughly, made the fame affertion in 
the Houfe of Comoions, and declared, that the whole 
tranfadlion was in the higheft degree meritorious, and 
honourable both to Mr. HaAings and Mr. AurioJ. He 
M' voted 



( 82 ) 

Board had la Mr. Aurlol’s diligence and in- 
tegrity, confirmed by many years experi- 
ence of his conduit, pointed him out as a 
proper perfon for this fervice, and he was 
accepted. 

The mode of delivering accounts upon 
honour was not a new mode in the Com- 
pany’s fervice, (and it is praflifed at the 
prefent moment in Bengal) nor was it by 
any means intended to preclude the ex- 
amination of vouchers, where vouchers 
were required, or could be produced; but 
meant to ftrengthen the obligation on the 
party accounting, where vouchers either 
could not be had, or were fo numerous as 
to make it almoft imprafticablc, to ex- 
amine them with the accounts, I under- 
ftand that vouchers never were refufed by 
the agent. 


voted in a Committee of the whole Houfe againfl this 
charge, but he was heat by a majority of nine ; and 
afterwaids, when it was framed into an 'article by the 
Managers, he voted it to be a hig^ crime and fnifde- 
meanor. 


But 
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But as fo much has been faid on this 
fubjcft, I hope I may be permitted to re- 
mark, without any imputed difrefpea to 
your Lordfhips, whofe honour no man 
can more highly revere than I do ; that I 
think It is impoflible you can conceive the 
term has been proftituted or mifapplied on 
thefc occalions. Every merchant depends 
on the honour, credit, good faith, or ho- 
nefty, (call it what you will) of his re- 
puted dealings ; and were this dependence 
banifl'ied from the community, I fear we 
(hould have very little fecurity for any 
traniaftions in our intercourfc with maiN 
kind. 

My Lords, I am accufed of granting an 
agency to Mr. Iklli, \\ lio is dated to be one 
of my own dependants, with a wafteful and 
improvident commiflion. It will be found 
tliat this bufincfs did not originate with me. 
The necellity for laying up a depot of pro- 
vilions and ftorcs in the garrifon of Fort 
William, that we might be prepared f9r a 
ficgc, wasf as I recoiled, ftrongly urged 
both by General Clavering and Mr. Fran- 
cis; and a degree of negled imputed to me 
M 2 for 
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for not having provided againft fuch aa 
emergency. The meafure was afterwards, 
on a minute which 1 delivered, confidered 
in Council, and upon the refolution of the 
Board, that fuch a dep6t Ihould be formed, 
the opinion of merchants was required upon 
the quantum of commllTion adequate to an 
agent for his trouble, charges, and lofs, by 
waftage and decay in keeping up the (lore 
from year to year in conflant good condi- 
tion. The merchants declared that twenty 
per cent, was the compenfatlon that 
could be allowed. I propofed Mr. Belli for 
the J'gency, and upon examining the ac- 
counts of a former Icrvicc of this kind exe- 
cuted In the government of my predeceflor, 
Mr. Cartier, which were called for to aflifl; 
us in our determination, 1 found that the 
Company had fuftaineda real lofs upon the 
refale of thofe ftores, at the end of two vears, 
of ninety percent. No agent would under- 
take a fervlce by which he was to be a 
lofer : his profits ought to be proportioned 
to the nature and importance of the thing 
squired. He might he a lofcr by accept- 
.g the ieajl pojfible commiffion^ or, which is 
orfe, n failure of his duty might be dan- 
gerous 
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gerous to the fafety of our pofleflions. I 
truft your Lordlhips will not think the 
commiffion of thirty per cent, per annum, 
which I propofed for the agent to anfwer 
all charges and loflcs by waftage aqd decay 
in the changliigof ftores, from time to time 
as they required it» was an immoderate al- 
lowance for the due performance of fo im- 
portant a duty. That I wasjiot improvi- 
dent in granting it, will appear from Mr. 
Belli's own accounts, delivered in evidence 
to your Lordfliips. There has been forne 
doubt thrown upon them by the Manager 
who fummed up this charge; but Mr. 
Belli is in England, and can verify them. 
I fliall clofc this fiibjcft with remarking, 
that fince my return to England both the 
Court of Direftors and my Succeflbr in 
the Government have exprefled their flrong- 
eft approbation of his integrity in this bu- 
hnefs 

I will 

* Extras of the General Letter from Bengal, lotk 
, Dee, 1784. 

Par. 62. The conira( 5 t for vi( 5 lualling the garrifon 
‘‘ exp r ng on the 4lh of Odlober, we adverted to the 
** neceffity of appointing a proper perfon to receive 

“ charge 
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I will not detain your Lordlhips by ad- 
verting, for any length, to the ftory told 
by the Manager who opened the general 
charges relative to the horrid Cruelties 
praftifed on the Natives of Dhee Jumla 
by Deby Sing. It will be fufficient to 
fay, that the Manager never ventured to 

intro- 

•* charge of the depot, Mr, Belli was engaged thereby 
to make, at the refpedlive periods on which the fe- 
veral branches of it fliould be deliverable, and ac- 
“ cordingly invefled Mr. R, C. Plowden with this 
“ charge, allowing him a commilli • > f > ' * cent 
•* on fuch purchafes and Tales as we might hereafter 
** think proper to dire£l : for our minutes conftituting 
“ this appointment we beg to refer you to our Con- 
** fultatioiis, 2ift September, 1784," 

63. “ We have the plcafure to acquaint you, that 
the firft Tales took place on the 2d iaftant, accord- 
ing to the mode preferibed in the Confultation above 
“ referred to; and, in juflice to Mr. Belli, we deem it 
“ incumheiit on us to Hate the amount for which the 
“ above articles were laid in by him, viz. 

“ A. R. 26,950 
“ Aud thefe articles fold for 45,252 

“Difference A. R. 18,302 
“ Such an in (lance of integiity as is proved by the 
“ above difference, which becomes a clear profit to the 
“ Company^ defsrves our hi^hejl encomiumJ* 

Reply 



.( 87 ) 

introduce this ftory in the form of a chafgCi 
though prefled and urged to do fo, in the 
flrongeft poflible terms, both in and out of 
Parliament. — Mr. Paterfon, on whofe au- 
thority he relied for the truth of his afler-. 
tions, and with whom, he fald, he wifhed 
to go down to pofterity, has had the gene- ' 
rofity to write to my attorney in Calcutta 
for my Information, “ that he^ felt the fin- 
cereft concern to find his reports turned 
‘‘ to my difadvantage, as I afted as might 
“ be expefted from a man of humanity 

Reply of the Dire^orSy as approved by the Board cf 
ControL 

76. ** We have taken a view of your proceeding! 

“ fince the expiration of the contra(St with Mr. Belli, 
relative to keeping up a depot of vi£tuairmg ftorea 
“ in the garrifon of Fort William, and moft heartily 
concur with you in applauding the conduif of Mr. 

“ Belli, whofe fidelity and afiiduity in the difcharge of 
“ his duty is fully proved by the circumftanCes brought 
forward to our notice in the 63d paragraph of yoiur 
‘‘ General Letter of the loth December, 1784.” 

Approved HFNRY DUNDAS. 

* « W. W. GRENVILLE, 

“ WALSINGHAM, 

« MULuRAVE.^ 

through- 
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throughout all the tranfacllons In which’ 
‘‘ Dcby Sing was concerned.'’ — Had the 
cruelties which the Manager ftated been 
really Inflicled, it was not poffible, as he 
very well knew at the rime, to impute 
them, even by any kind of forced con- 
ftrufllon, to me. — My Lords, it is a faft 
that I was the firft perfon to give Mr. Pa- 
terfon an ill opinion of Deby Sing, whofe 
condufl; upon former occafions had left an 
unfavourable, and perhaps an unjuft, im- 
prcllion upon my mind. In employing 
Deby Sing I certainly yielded up my opi- 
nion to Mr. Anderfoii and Mr. Shore, who 
had better opportunities of knowing him 
than 1 could have. In the courfe of the 
inquiry into his conduct lie received neither 
favour nor couiitenancc from me, nor from 
any Member of the Board Idiac inquiry 

was 

• Extras fnm Mu Shotii Aimute^ dated ^()th Nov» 
1788, U'hen Lord Ccrnzvallis and his Council pajfed 
^judgement on Deby Sing, 

** I c.iiinot conclude without an additional remark, 
“ that there never was a caufe which appears to have 
“ hcen inoie thoroughly iixveftigated, or more impar- 
“ Hally conduced. Every Member of the cxifting 

Govern- 
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\vas carried on principally when I was at 
Lucknow, and was not completed during 
my government, though it was commenced 
and continued with every pofTible folem- 
iiity, and with the fincereft defire, on my 
part, and on the part of my colleagues, to 
do ftricl and impartial juftice. The refult 
I have read in’ England; and it certainly 
appears, that though the man was not en- 
tirely innocent, the extent of liis guilt bore 
no fort of proportion to the magnitude of 
• the charges againfl: him. In particular, it 
is proved that the mofi: horrible of thofe 
horrible ads, fo artfully detailed, and with 
fuch efied, in this place, never were com- 
mitted at all^. 

Here 


“ Government fit the time, it is notorious^ had form-> 
ed a decifive opinion againjl Dcby Sing, in confe- 
“ quence oFMr, Pa^'^rfon’s reports; and the meafures 
“ adopted were conformable to thefe fentimjnts, md 
“ calculated to /liew, that, if found guilty’, hehadn% 
“ mercy to expert,' 

* Further J^xtran from the fame Minute. 

The tranfadlions in Dhce Jumla (where the 
cruelties ilated by Mr. Burke were faid to be com- 
N mitted) 
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Rere I leave the fubjeft, convinced that 
every one of your Lordihips muft feel for 
the unparallelled Injuftlce that was done to 
me by the introdudion and propagation of 
that atrocious calumny. 

My Lords, I will not now detain your 
Lordlhips by offering many remarks upon 
the giofs injuftice that I alfo fuftained in 
having bedn compelled to appear at your 
l.ordfhips’ bar to juftify ads which have re- 
ceived the repeated approbation of the King’s . 
Miniflcrs, and virtually of the late Houfc 
of Commons. — Aly Lords, it is perfedly 

mitted) << being wliolly unconnected with the pro- 
ccedings at Rungpore, I have followed the exam- 
pie of the Commilhoners in confidering them fe~ 
paratily. Their Rcpoit is fo full, clear, and dc- 
‘‘ cifivc, that I fhall content niyfelf with referring 
to that in fupport of my opintcn, which is, that 
“ Dchy Sing, fofar from being culpable in any in- 
Aance^ alledged againft him, appears to luve been 
moderate in his demands for rent, attentive to the 
“ complaints preferred, and to liave punillied the 
perfons proved to have opprelled the ryotts on their 
“ complaints. lam happy a!fo to remark, that many 
cf the worjl accufatkns ptejetred againjl him appear to 
“ hai't had no exijknce whatever^'* 


true 
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true that the articles to which I allude ^rc 
not infilled upon^ or> in other words, they 
are abandoned. But I feel the injury moll 
fenfibly, and the expence of defending tny- 
felf agaiaft them has been intolerable^ 

The King’s Minillers, as Members of 
Parliament, voted to impeach me for ac- 
cepting a delegation to Oude, and for form- 
ing an arrangement with the Nabob Vizier, 
which fublills at the prefent moment. 

Mr. Fox. My Ix)rds, I am fore I Ihould 
be very unwilling to do any thing to inter- 
rupt a perfon in the fituatioii of the defen- 
dant ; but I think you cannot permit him 
to Hate how a Member of Parliament voted, 
becaufe tlie defendant cannot pollibly know 
the fad. 

Lord Kefiyon, The perfon accufed at the 
bar will certainly meet the wifoes of this 
Iloufe, and of the Managers aifo, in re- 
plying to tlie allegations that have been 
opened again^ft him, by avoidifig, if he can, 
the life of names, tliough it is certainly 
competent to him, if he tliinks it for his 
N 2 advan- 
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advantage, to point out any inconfiftency,or 
injufticc in the conduft of his profecutors. 


Mr. Hajlings. My Lords, I befeech you 
to recolleft the very great tendernefs I have 
ufcd when I have been fpeaking of the moft 
atrocious aftions that have been committed 
ngainft me : it is not my intention to ac- 
cufe any body ; but if any fad neceflary to 
my defencd» (hould, in ftating that de- 
fence, necefl’arily Involve the crimination 
of others, I do not mean to criminate 
them — but the confequence is inevitable — 
it is not my fuilt. 


Mr. Fox. My Lords, the nature of my 
objcftlon is this : — I do not objedt to any 
language the prifoner may ule, of any 
kind whatever, in his fituatlon ; but hav- 
ing- ftated that the Kino’s Minlftcrs liave 

o 

1b voted in the Houle of Commons, I think 
that is a*fa£t that he cannot bring evidence 
of, and confequently it is impoffible for us 
to anfvvcr in reply. I think it is impoffible 
he can know how a Minifter has voted in 
tlic Houfe of Commons. 


Mr, 
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Mr. ffajlings. My Lords, may I, with- 
out difrefpeft to the Managers, fay, that I 
ufe only a licence for which I have their 
example : they have done fo on many oc- 
cafions. I never interrupted them, nor 
did my Counfel interrupt them, when they 
were making their long fpeeches againft 
me. I throw myfelf on your Lordfliips' 
proteftlon, and I befeech you to proteft 
me againft this violence, 

Mr. Burke. My Lords, we offer no vio- 
lence: the Managers of the Houfe of 
Commons offer no violence to the priloner 
at your Lordfhips’ bar. 

Lord Kenyon. If the defendant is guilty 
of any impropriety, he may corredt him- 
felf, 

Mr. Law. I wifla to recall to the ho- 
norable Managers’ confideration — s- 

LorJs. Go on, go op. 

Mr. HaJIings. My Lords, I really lay 
under a great difadvantage. If what I 
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have faid is wrong, punifh me for it ; but 
I bcfeeoh you do not let me be interrupted. 
I cannot f{)eak from the fuddeii impulfc of 
my own mind — I am not accuftomed to it. 
I have written down what I wifli to read ; 
and I call God to witnefs that I did it with 
a due regard to the reverence due to this 
honourable Court. 

Lards. Go on, go on. 

Mr. Uaftings then proceeded as follows: 

I lay, my Lords, in four feparate letters 
the King’s Minifters approved of what I 
had done, though they voted to impeach 
me for doing it. They ordered my ar- 
raiigcrncnt to be invariably adhered to ; 
they approved, as they declare thenifelvcs, 
of t/je principles on which it was formed ; 
and the Minifter for India has taken cre- 
dit every year for the fubhdy procured 
by that ari*angcmcnt, which is paid 
monthly with the punduality of a Bank 
d’/idcnd. I'hey voted all'o to impeach 
me tor hroiiig ruined, opprefled, and 
de'liovcd the natives of Bengal, although 
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in the firft ftage of the hulinefs they op- 
pofed the revenue article^, which coutaiixs 
thefe allegations, and although the falfe- 
hood of the charge muft be apparent to 
every man who is not prepared to prove 
that the Minifter for India has annually 
prefented falfe accounts to the Houle of 
Commons. Both caimot be true. 

•In the few words that I had the honour 
to addrefs your Lordlhips on Monday, I 
allured you that I lliould never rn::ke a de- 
fence for my conduft on the plea of nocef- 
fity, although the Managers for the Com- 
mons have taken fo much pains to refute 
that plea. 

According to my conflruelion of the 
law, it was not crimjialto receive prclcnts 
with a folemn determination in my own 

** This revemie charge was moved in the late Par- 
liament by Mr. hrancis, and very Aro igly oppoft d by 
Mr. Pitt; but the Miniflcr and the whole Bond of 
Control were left in a mniority, being he it !)y fifteen 
voices: when ilr was framed info an article, the Mi- 
nifter and the Board of Control voted it to conrain 
high crimes and mifdemcanours. 


mi. id 
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mind to appropriate every rupee fo received 
to the public fervice, and to that public fer- 
vice was every rupee applied with the ut- 
moft fidelity. 1 thought it perfeftly con- 
fiftent with jufiicc to levy a fine of forty 
or fifty lacks of rupees from Cheyt Sing 
for his contumacy. 1 conceived it ftriftly 
juftifiable, upon the information that I had 
received of the Begum’s difaffedion, to 
confent to the refumption of her jagheers, 
and of the trenfure in her pofleflion. That 
I had information of her difafFedion before 
me is clearly in evidence ; and if I could 
have been favoured with a few clays atten-* 
rion in this place, I could have eftablillied 
that fadt by irrefiftible proof. 

But, my Lords, does it ceafe to be ma- 
terial to eftablifh the ncceffity, or is it to 
be faid that the neceifity did not exifl: at all, 
becaufe I am of opinion that I broke no 
law in accepting prefents, and did not de- 
grade my own charadler, nor the Britifli 
name, by my condudl to Cheyt Sing or 
the Begum ? 


My 
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My opinioa of our peccflltles may he 
colledted from the following paflage in my 
Narrative of the Infurredion in Benares 5 

I left Calcutta impreffed with the be- 
lief that extraordinary means were ne- 
ceflary, and thofe exerted with a ftrong 
“ hand, to preferve the Company’s inte- 
“ refts from finking under the accumulated 
“ weight that opprejfed them** I faw a po- 
litical neceffity for curbing the over- 
“ grown power of a great member of their 
‘‘ dominion, and making it contribute to 
the relief of their prejjing exigencies. 
If I erred, my error w^as prompted by 
‘‘ an excefs of zeal for their interefts ope- 
“ rating with too ftrong a bias upon my 
“ judgement.” 

Of what nature thofe necefiitics were I 
will now ftate ; and 1 believe the proofs of 
them were upon the table of the’Houfe of 
Commons when thofe neceffities were de- 
nied to have had exiftence, and when my 
impeach mer/t was voted. 
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I left Calcutta in July, and figned the 
treaty of Chunar on the 1 8th of Septem- 
ber, 1781. 

, We had at that period borrowed as much 
money upon bonds as we could borrow, 
for the bonds bore a confiderable difcount. 
Every letter received from Madras between 
November, 1780, and September, 1781, 
contained the moft preffing applications 
for money and provifions. Thefe letters 
are upon record, although not before your 
Lordfliips ; and I am in poffeflion of pri* 
vate letters written to me by the Governor 
of Madras in that period. In duplicate and 
triplicate, moft earneftly preffing me to 
lave them from finking, by fending them 
ample fupplies of money and provifions. 
Sir Eyre Coote depended upon me for feven 
lacks of rupees a month, for the pay of the 
armies in the Carnatic. The moft pref- 
fing applications for money were received 
from Bombay, and from General Goddard, 
who commanded the army in Guzzerat ; 
and very heavy bills were dra'ivn upon the 
Government of Bengal in the tirft months 
of the year 1781, The troops in Oude 

and 
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;Mid in Bengal were many months in ar- 
rear. Colonel Muir’s army, in the, prc^ 
vince of Malwa, and Major Popham’s, at 
Benares, were confiderably in arrears. A 
French fleet had appeared off Fort St, 
George in February, 1781 ; was expeded 
to return in the enluing feafon, and did 
adually come upon the coaft of Coroman»* 
del in April, 1782. 

• 

Sir John Maepherfon, who landed in 
Calcutta in Oftober, 1781, has truly de- 
feribed our fituation at that moment : 

An empty treafury, and every rcfource 
for railing money fo completely exhaufted, 
that it was with the utmofl: difficulty the 
Government could raife a loan for a re- 
mittance of eight or ten lacks, which he 
had folemnly pledged himfelf to make to 
Sir Eyre Coote, whom he had left at 
Madras in September in the greateft dif^ 
ftrefs for money, 

It is in evidence that Colonel Muir, after 
the feparate peace which 1 concluded with 
Madajee Sindia, could not recrofs the Jum- 
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na until he received a fupply from Fyza- 
bad in February, 1782 ** 

The fafl:, tny Lords, is known and ac- 
knowledged by every man who ferved du- 
ring the late war in India, that our poffef- 
fions there were preferved only by the ex- 
traordinary refources procured by me in 
confequence of the treaty of Chunar + . 

Such 


^ Page 941 of the printed evidence. 

t Extrnfis from Sir John Macpherfon's Letter to the 
Court of Dir colors y dated -^oth March ^ ' 7 ^ 3 * 

Of the general diftrefs of your affairs in all your 
** Prefidencies, in the latter end of Augull, 1781, 
when I arrived at Madras, you have long fince had 
authentic accounts ; hut of the danger to which the 
“ very cxijlence of the Company was then expofed you can 
** have no adequate idea, 

“ In t]\e Carnatic, your principal feitlement, and 
your main army under Sir Eyre Coote, were fur- 
“ rounded hy the army of Hyder, who had indeed 
“ been defeated on the ill of July, 1781, but who, 
‘‘ from that cficck, feemed ordy to have become more 
“ guarded, and determined in his purpofe. Neither 
yrar army, nor even Fort Su George itfelf had at that 

‘‘ tim 
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Such Was the diftrefs of the troops in 
Oude, and in the Mahratta country, that 
the officers fold their plate for the tempo* 
rary relief of their fepoys, as they did 
alfo upon the coaft. 


time above a few days provljtons In Jlore^ nor could 
“ there he any profpe^ of Jupply from the cottntry» 

Jt Bengal, on which your othc^ Prefidencles de~ 
** pended almojl entirely for Jupplies, your tr cofury was 
drained, and every effort of raifing money by loan and 
by partial remittances had been tried. 

On the fubjef^ of the fupplies which liave been 
“ fent from hence from the period of iny arrival (ele- 
ven days after the treaty of Chunar was flgntd) for 
‘‘ the fupport of tlie war in your other Prefidencies, I 
“ have the honour of tranfmitting you the accompa- 
“ nying official account, figned by your Accountant 
General. From this account you will pleafe tooh- 
“ ferve, that the amount remitted, and at^ually paid, 
“ from the 30th September, i;8i, to tlie ill: March, 
1783, is two crorcs, fifty-eight lacks, one thoufanJ 
“ three hundred and fifty-fix rupees, hi fiies the trea- 
“ fure and flores whicli were fent lome days fince with 
Sir Eyre Coote to the co.ifi, and bills accepted by 
“ this Government, and under payment, making in 
ff all a fum litfle fliort of th/ee millions fterlingP 


But 
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But if with the fum of one hundred 
and thirty-eight lacks of rupees, which I 
procured in Oude from September, 1781, 
to September, 1782, and a very large funa 
received in the next year, we found it dif- 
ficult to maintain our armies, what muft 
have been the confequence, had I not 
formed fuch a beneficial arrangement with 
the Nabob Vizier ? And your Lordlhips 
will believe fliat 1 felt the full force of our 
fituatlon when I concluded the treaty of 
Chunar. I had not then, I have not now, 
the fmalleft doubt that the Begum had 
afforded military afliftance to Cheyt Sing. 
Circumftances have been brought to my 
recolledtion fince the trial commenced 
which had efcaped me before ; and thefe 
are confirmed to me by evidence which I 
am fure your Lordfhips would deem deci- 
five upon the fubjeft, had 1 been allowe4 
a few days to lay it before you. 

My Lords, you are now better enabled 
to judge of the difficulties which I had to 
encounter in the laft war, than I did fup- 
pofe it within poffibility for your Lordffiips, 
to be, when this trial commenced. 

Yom: 
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Your Lordfliips will feel for the w^nts 
\iader which 1 laboured when 1 had to 
contend, at one time, with all the powers 
of India, combined with the French and 
the Dutch, becaufe your Lordfliips have 
proofs before you in the Council Chamber 
of Parliament that the rcfources of India 
are now utterly inadequate to the fupport 
of a war againfl: one native power who is 
unalfifted by any European ^ly. We are 
in alliance with all the Mahratta chiefs, and 
with the Soobadar of Deccan, who were 
ill the former war confederated againfl: us. 
The Government of Bengal, when this 
war commenced, was free from foreign 
and domcltic embarraflments. The Nabob 
Vizier had completely liquidated his debt, 
and his fubfidy was paid with the iitmofl: 
punftuality. Benares afforded the full re- 
venue, which I am impeached for having 
procured. The fait, the opium, and the 
land revenues of Bengal, added to the 
fubfidy from Oude and the Benares collec- 
tions, produced annually to the Company 
nearly five millions four hundred thoufand 
pounds. 


But, 
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But, my Lords, fo inadequate have, 
thefe refources proved, with the addition 
of the revenues of Fort St. George and 
Bombay, that fince the commencement of 
the prefeiit war a very confiderable fum in 
fpecie has been tranfmitted from England 
to India ; money has been borrowed to the 
ntmoft extent of their credit at Bengal, 
Fort St. George, and Bombay, at a high 
Intereft; and Hyder Beg Khan, whom 
your Lordfhips have heard of fo often^ has 
affifted Lord Cornwallis with a loan of 
twenty-two lacks of rupees. — I mention 
thefe circumftanccs to your Lordlhips to 
prove that the refources of India cannot, 
in time of war, meet the cxpcnces of 
India. 

Your Lordlhips know that I could not, 
and Lord Cornwallis cannot do, what 
every Minijler of England has done fnce 
the Revolution, I could not borrow to 
the utmoft extent of my wants during the 
late war, and tax poflerity to pay the in- 
tereft of my loans. The refources to be 
obtained by loans, thofc excepted for which 

biJl^ 
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bills upon the Company were granted*^ 
failed early in my adminiftratlon, and will 
fail much earlier in Lord Cornwallis's, not 
from want of confidence in that noble 
Lord, but becaufe the furplus refources of 
Bengal have not been employed in liqui- 
dating the debt contrafted in Bengal du- 
ring the late war. 

Allow me, my Lords, to pall again to 
your Lordlhips’ recolledion the many and 
the unprecedented ditficukies with which 
I had to contend during the late war in 
India. Every meafure of my adminiftra- 
tioii was calculated to relieve the public 
exigencies ; nor can any man in England 
point out other means than thofe wliich I 
employed, by which the public neceflities 
could have been relieved ; yet 1 have been 
four years impeached before your Lord- 

* In the year 1782 the Governor General and 
Council drew bills upon the Company to the amount 
of that year’s inveftment. In September, 1783, the 
Diredlors wrote to Bengal, expre/Ting their difapprO' 
bation of the neafure, and telling their fervants that 
they mujl fall upon fome other mode oi fuppl) ing the 
public exigencies. 

y fhips 
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ihips for the feveral afts by which I pre* 
fervcd what the India Minifter has called, 
in the Houfe of Commons, the brigbteji 
jewel in the Britj/h Crown ! 

rhave now gone through the examina- 
tion both of the general and fpecific crimes 
which have becii laid to my charge. I 
have endeavoured to dcvelope the great and 
commanding points of every diftindl article, 
from thofe which are either immaterial in 
themfelves, or which depended for their rec- 
titude, or criminality, on the former. 

In this work I have in efFe£l undertaken 
to reduce the compiled mafs of fcven folio 
volumes into the compafs of a few pages, a 
labour requiring months of Icifure to exe- 
cute it as it ought to be, and a length of 
time proportioned, not to the extent of the 
work, but to the degree of its abbreviation, 

I have urged all that in this view of the 
fuhjefl: was, in my judgement and recollec- 
tion, nectflary to the elucidation of it : but 
it is hardly pohible that fomething may not 
have been omitted, which would have ren- 
dered 
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dered it mdre complete; fomething the 
want of which may yet leave doubts on your 
Lordfliip’s minds refpefting parts of my 
conduft, detached from the general tenor of 
it. For this, and for other deficiencies in 
this addrefs, I have to beg your Lordfliip^s 
candour, and to plead the difadvantage of 
the reftrifted and inadequate time, and the 
infirm ftate of body, under which 1 have 
arranged it. • 

I moft reluftantly prefs upon your Lord- 
(hips time, and fliall haften to conclude 
with a few general obfervations upon the 
nature of this impeachment, as it relates to 
thofe principles which conftitute the mo- 
ral qualities and characters of all man- 
kind. 

If the tenor of a man’s life has been in- 
variably marked with a dilpofition to guilt, 
it will be a ftrong prefumption againllhim, 
in any alledged inftance, that he was 
guilty. 

• 

If, on the contrary, the whole tenor of 
a man’s life was fuch as to have obtained 
p 2 for 
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for him the univerfal good will of all with 
whom he had any intercourfe in the in- 
tcrefted concerns of life, the prefumption 
will be as well grounded, that be was in- 
nocent of any particular wrong imputed to 
him, efpeclally if thofe who are the al- 
ledged fufFerers by that wrong, make no 
complaint againft him. 

But what lhall be faid of complaints 
brought againft a man, who was in truft 
for the Interefts of the greateft commercial 
body in the world ; who employed and di- 
redled the fervices of thoiifands of his fel- 
low citizens in great official departments, 
and in extenfive military operations ; who 
contieded Princes and States by alliances 
with his parent kingdoms, and on whofe 
rule the peace and happinefs of many mil- 
lions depended ; I fay, what (hall he faid 
of complaints brought againft fuch a man, 
in the nanhes and on the behalf of all thofe 
deferiptions of men, who all unite their 
/{{ff'rages in his favour? Such complaints, 
with luch a prefumption againft the pofli- 
bility of their truth, may have exifted, but 
the hiftory of mankind, cannot produce an 

inftance 
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inftance of their being received on fuch a 
foundation, until the late and prefent 
Houfe of Commons thought ft to create one 
in my impeachment. 

Permit me, my Lords, to retrace the prin- 
cipal events in the public life of that man, 
whom the Commons have thus brought, 
and have kepi fo longy in trial before you. 
With the year 1750, I ente^-ed the fervicc 
of the Eaft-India Company, and from that 
fervice i have derived all my official habits, 
and all the knowledge which I poflefs, and 
all the principles which were to regulate 
my conduit in it. If thofe principles were 
wrong, or if in the obfervance of them I 
have erred, great allowance ought to be 
made for human infirmity, where 1 poflefled 
fuch inadequate means of obtaining a better 
guidance. Yet the precautions which I in- 
variably ufed, render even this plea unne- 
ceffary, by the references which*I made to 
the Court of Direftors, my immediate 
maftcrs, of every meafure which I have 
undertaken^ with its motives and objeits 
minutely explained and detailed. 


For 
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For the truth of this affertion I might 
fafely appeal to them; and I am fure that 
they would atteft it ; and the volumes both 
of confultations and letters in their poflef- 
fion, prove that my fhare of the compila- 
tion exceeds, beyond Al degrees of compa- 
rifon, that of the mofl: laborious of my pre- 
deceflbrs, not excepting even my ever ho- 
noured friend, Mr. Henry Vanfittart. 

c 

Nor was it to them only that I was thus 
communicative. When Great Britain was 
involved in a complicated war, and their 
governments in India had, befides European 
enemies, a confederacy of all the principal 
powers of India armed againft them, I 
gave the then minifterof this kingdom con- 
ftant information of all the rncafures which 
I had taken, in conjun^lion with my col- 
leagues in the Government, to repel the 
dangers which prefl'cd us ; the motives and 
objeils of thofe mealures ; the confequenccs 
expe£ted from them ; and the meafures I 
had further in contemplation ; and it has 
fince a (lorded me more than common plea- 
fure to refleil, that every fuccclRve letter 

vended 
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verified the expeSations and the promifes 
of the preceding. 

If I had given evidence in my defence,! 
(hould have called upon the noble Lord to 
produce all my letters inhispofleflion. Thofe, 
and my letters to the Court of Directors, 
but my letters to Lord North, In a moft* 
ftriking manner, would have fliewn how 
careful I was to expofe all ftiy aftions to 
their knowledge, and confequently how lit- 
tle apprehenfion I could have felt that there 
was any thing in them that could be deemed 
reprehenfible. In all inftances, which 
might have been deemed of a doubtful na- 
ture, thefe communications were virtual 
references for their fandlion, or for their 
future prohibition. If I received neither, 
their filence was a confirmation, and had 
more than the effe£l of an order, fince, 
with their tacit approbation of them, I had 
impofed upon myfelf the prior obligation of 
my own conception of their propriety. 
Were I, therefore, for a moment, to fuppofe 
that the acls avith which I am charged, and 
which I fo communicated, (for I communi- 
cated all to the Court of Direftors) were in- 

trinfi- 
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trinfically wrong, yet from fuch proofs it is 
evident that I thought them right; and 
therefore the worft that could be faid of 
them, as they could affeft me, is, that they 
were errors of judgement ; and even for 
thefe, in all inftances were they were re- 
peated, or the caufes of fubfequent afts, 
deriving the fame quality from them, the 
error, and every blame which could attach 
to them, was ‘theirs, who might have cor- 
reeled them^ and did not. 

In the year 1768 I was appointed by 
the Court of Directors of the Eaft-India 
Company, a Member of the Council, and 
eventually to fuccecd to the^government of 
Madras. 

In the year 1771, when the alFairs of 
their principal cftablifhment were luppofed 
to be on the decline, and to require an nn- 
ufual exertion of abilities and integrity to 
retrieve them, the Court of Diredors made 
choice of me for that truft : and I was by 
their order removed from tlio Council of 
Fort St. George, to the Government ‘ of 
Fort William in Bengal, and to the prin- 
cipal 
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cipal direftion of all the civil, mllltafy, 
commercial, and political affairs, dependant 
on it. 

In the year 1773 I was appointed by an 
aft of Parliament, Governor General of 
Bengal, for five years. 

In the year 1778 I was re-appointed by 
the fame authority for one; in 1779 for 
another; in 1781 for ten years; and in 1784 
I was virtually confirmed by that adt which 
forms the prefent government for India. 

In this long period of thirteen years, and 
under fo many fucceflive appointments, I 
beg leave to call to the rccoUeftion of your 
Lordfhips, that whilft Great Britain loft 
one half of its empire, and doubled its public 
debt, that government over which I pre- 
ficled, was not only preferved eiyire, but 
increafed in population, wealth, agriculture, 
and commerce ; and although your Lord- 
fhips have been told by the Houfc of Com- 
mons, that my meafure have difgraced and 
degraded the Britifh charafter in India, I ap- 
peal to the general lenfe of mankind, to coii- 

firm 
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firm what I am now going to fay, that the 
Britifh name and charadter never flood 
higher, or were more refpedled in India, 
than when I left it. 

So much may I fay for the general effedl 
of my government. For the fpecific adts 
which have contributed to produce it, it 
would require volumes to recite them. 
Shortly permit me to enumerate the prin- 
cipal heads which comprehend them. 

Every divifion of official bufinefs, and 
every department of government, which 
now exills in Bengal, with only fuch ex- 
ceptions as have been occafioned by the 
changes of authority enadled from home, 
arc of my formation. 

The eftabliffiment formed for the admi- 
niftration of the revenue, the inftitution 
of the courts of civil and criminal juftice 
in the province of Bengal, and its imme- 
dlare dependencies ; the form of Govern- 
ivicnt eftabllffied for the province of Be- 
II ires, with all its dependent branches of 
revenue, commerce, judicature, and mili- 
tary 
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tary defence ; the arrangements created for 
the fubfidy and defence of the province of 
Oude, every other political connecSion and 
alliafice of the government of Bengal, 
were created by me, and fubfift unchanged, 
or if changed, changed only, to ufe the 
words of my noble and virtuous fucceflbr, 
applied to the principles of my arrange- 
ments in the province of Oude, with a 
view to Jlrengihen their •principles^ and 
“ render them permanent. 

Two great fources of revenue, opium and 
fait, were of my creation \ the firft, which 
I am accufed for not having made more pro- 
du6fivc, amounts at this time yearly to the 
nett income of i20,oooL the laft (and all 
my colleagues In the Council refufed to 
fharc with me in the relpjnlibility, atten- 
dant upon a new fylleai) to the yearly nett 
income of above 800,000!'''^. 

. To 


* The liiftory of the opium revenue is in evidence ; 
Of the fait, the Dirc^ors wrote to Bengal the 21ft of 
September, 1/85, in the following terms ; 

“ When we confider the alarming decline of the 
“ fait revenue in the year 1780, and for which no re- 
2 “ medy 
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To fum up all ; I maintained the pro- 
vinces of my immediate adminiftration in a 
ftate of peace, plenty, and fecurity, when 
every other member of the Britlfli empire 
was involved in external wars, or civil tu- 
mult. 

In a dreadful feafon of famine, which vi- 
fited all the neighbouring dates of India, 
during three cfucceflivc years, I reprefled it 
in its approach to the countries of the Bri- 
ti(h dominion, and by timely and conti- 


<< medy feemed for foine time to prefent ilfelf, we ac- 
knowledge ourfelves indebted to the abilities and 
** zeal of Mr. Haflings, for a plan fuggefted and com- 
“ pleted by him, which not only retrieved that branch 
“ of trade and revenue, but produced an cfFedlive be- 
“ nefit to the Company, beyond our moft fanguine 
** expeftation. It is with pleafure allb that we re- 
“ mark the induftry and talents dii'played by Mr. 
“ Henry Vanfittart, the Comptroller, in carrying the 
plan into execution. 

Approved by the Board, and figned by 

HENRY DUNDAS, 

“ W. W. GRENVILLE, 

<• MULGRAVE, 
WALSINGHAM.” 

nued 
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nued regulations, prevented its return ; ati 
a£t little known in England, becaufe it 
wanted the pofitive efFefts which alone 
could give it a vifible communication ; but 
proved by the grateful acknowledgements 
of thofe who would have been the only 
fufferers by fuch a fcourge, wlio remember- 
ing the effeds of a former infliftion of this 
dreadful calamity have made their fenfc of 
the obligation which they ctwe to me for 
this bleffing, a very principal fubjed of 
many of the teftimonials, tranfmitted by 
the inhabitants of Bengal, Bahar, and Be- 
nares. 

Andlaftly, I raifed the coliedive annual 
income of the Company’s poffeflions under 
my adminiftration from three to five mil- 
lion fterling, not of temporary and forced 
exadion, but of an eafy, continued, and 
ftill-exifting produdion, the fureft evidence 
of a good government — improving agricul- 
ture, and increafed population f . 

* In 1770, • 

t When fo powex/ul a body as the Houfe of Com- 
monS commit their name and charader, by theafler. 

tion 
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To the Commons of England, in whofc 
name I am arraigned, for defolatm^ the pro- 
vinces 


tion of a fadl which turns out upon examination not 
to have the flighteft foundation in truth, the refpe^k 
which every Briti/h fubjeft owes to that branch of the 
LegifLiture, will naturally induce him to produce 
every poflible fpecies of evidence that may tend to 
juftify him, in an inftance in which he ventures to 
differ from fo great an authority. 

That. Mr. Haflings raifed the refources of his go- 
vernment from three millions a year to five, is in evi- 
dence before the Houfe of Commons, and that evi- 
dence was entered upon the journals on the motion of 
Mr. Dundas, the India Miniiter. 

But IcA. it fliouldbefaidthatMr. Haftingsprofufely 
lavillved the revenues that he had created, we fliall 
here infert an exaft ftatement of the adlual profits 
annually arifing to the Eaft-India Company from their 
Bengal poITfffions, from the time they acquired thofe 
pofloflions in 1765, down to the prefent year. The 
documcnijtareall before the Houfe of Commons, except 
for two years, 1779 80 and i -80-81 ; and we believe 
that the accounts for tliofe two years are very accu- 
rate, ihougli we do not give them with the fame con- 
fidence that we do the other years accounts, which are 
all of them upon the journals of the Houfe of Com- 
mons. 

1765 



vinces of their dominion in India^ I dare to 
reply, that they are, and their reprefentfa- 

tives 


1765-6 

471,067! 

r Lord Clive’s Government 

1766-7 

>.2S3>50‘J 

1 

1767.8 

871,622.. 


1768-9 

829,062 

y Mr. Verelft’s Government 

1769-70 

336,8i2J 

• 

1770-1 

275,088") 

> Mr, Cartier’s Government 

1771-2 

768 , 37 iJ 


1772.3 

567,866' 


1773-4 

1,031,806 


1774-5 

1,625,336 


> 775-6 

1,871,021 


1776-7 

1,767,491 


1777-8 

1,200,623 


1778-9 

1,040,437 

>. Mr. Haftings’s Government. 

1779-80 

377.677 


1780-1 

354.454 


00 

CO 

> 

1782-3 

1,029,622 


>7834 

1,163,224 


00 

1,128,612^ 


1785-6 

>.038.9871 

^ Sir John Macpherfon’s Go- 

00 

1,660,868 i 

vernment. 
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tives annually' perfift in telling them fo, 
the moft floiirilhing of all the ftates of 
India — It was 1 who made them fo. 

The valour of others acquired, I en- 
larged, and gave fhape and confiftency to 
the dominion which you hold there ; I 

1787.8 2,233.9431 

1788-9 2,767.3^9 y Earl Cornwallis’s Government 

17 9.90 2,807,4^4 J 

1790-91 2,295,811 By Ellimate. 

From this account it appears, that the a< 5 lual nett 
profit received by the Eaft-India Company, during 
Mr, HaiTuigs’s Government, was above twelve mil- 
lions eight hundred thoufand pounds, although, from 
the year 1777 8, to the clofe of his adminiftraiion in 
1784-5, the Bengal army was upon a war eftablifli- 
nient ; and in that period two confulerahle detach- 
ments were ferviiig m the Carnatic and the Weft of 
Jiidi.i, and a*thinl for feme time in the province of 
]M il wa. 1 he reftoralion of peace, and the return of 
tii; e armies, enabled the Bengal Government to re- 
wu their military expences above a million fterling a 
y 1 Ins iedu<flion, with the piogr^ftive improve- 
p.( nf the fait revenue, accounts for the conildera- 
' if ; enfe 111 the nett annual piofits of the Company 
a h. , il fince the refignation of Mr. Haftings. 

prefer ved 
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prcfervcd it : I fent forth its arailes with 
an effeftual, but oecontimical hand,* through 
unknown and hoftile regions, to the fup- 
port of your other pofleffions, to the re* 
trieva! of oiie ftoin degradation and difho- 
nour; and of the other, from utter lofs and 
fubjeftion. I maintained the wars which 
were of your formation, or j:hat of others, 
not of mine. I won one member of the great 
Indian confederacy from it by an aft of 
feafonable reftitutloh ; with another, I main- 
tained a fecret intercourfe, and converted 
him into a friend. A third I drew off 
by diverfion and negociatlon, and em- 
ployed him as the inftrument of peace. 
When you cried out for peace, and your 
cries were heard by thofe who were the 
objeft of it, I refifted this, and every 
other fpecies of counteraftion, by rifing in 
my demands ; and accompliflied a peace, a 
lafting, and I hope everlafting one^ with 
one great ftate ; and I at leaft afforded the 
efficient means by which. a peace, if not fo 
durable, more feafonable at leaft, was ac- 
Compliffied witii another. 

ft I gave 
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I p,vt you ally and you have rewarded md 
with confifcatioHy di/grace, and a life of im* 
peachment. 

One word more, my Lords, and I have 
done. It has been the fafliion in the courfe 
of this trial, fometimes to reprefent the na- 
tives of India as the moft virtuous, and 
fometimes as the moft profligate of man- 
kind. I atteft their virtue, and offer this 
unanfwerable proof of it. 

When I was arraigned before your Lord- 
ftiips in the names of the Commons of 
Great Britain, for facrificing their honour 
by a<Ss of injuftice, oppreflion, cruelty^ 
and rapacity, committed upon the Princes, 
Nobles, and Commonalty, of Hindoftan, 
the natives of India of all ranks came for- 
ward unfolicited to clear my reputation 
frono the obloquy with which it was loaded. 
They manifeftcd a gcnerofityj of which we 
have no example in the European world : 
their conduft was the eflbft of llheir feiifc 
of gratitude for the benefits they had /e- 
t'cived during’my adminiftratioin 


My 
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My Lords, I wifli I had received th^ 
fame juftice from my country.* 

The teftimonials of the natives of Inia 
were feat to the Government pf Bengal, 
authenticated by the various official chan- 
nels, through which they pafled ; by the 
Government of Bengal to the Court of Di- 
reftors, with their tranflations ; and copies 
of the latter by the Court of Direftors to 
the late Houfe of Commons, on whofe 
journals they ftill remain » 

Tp thefe let me add, the addrefs of my 
fellow citizens inhabiting the town of Cal- 
cutta, prefented on the day on which I 
left them to return to England, and of the 
Britifh officers in India, written fent 
after me, many months after I had left 
it. Authenticated copies of thefe too 
were read in the Houfe of Commons, 
and while I have life, I will gratefully pre- 
ferve the originals, as the moft honourable 
tertiqiony of a life well fpent, and of a 
truft faithfully difeharged ; becaufe be- 
llowed by thofe who had the neareft, and 
confequently thefureft means of knowing it. 

R z My 
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My Lords, I am aware of the prompti- 
tude with which my accufers will feize on 
this cxpofition of my merits and fcrvices, 
to conftrue them (to nfe the phrafe which 
they haye already applied to them) a fet- 
ofF againft coiifefled offences. 

I difclaim and prpteft againft this ufe of 
them. If I am guilty of the offences laid 
to miy charge/ let me be convifted, and let 
my punifhment be fuch as thofe offences 
lhall deferve. 

No, my Lords ; I have troubled you 
with this long recital, not as an extenu- 
ation of the crimes which have been im- 
puted to me, but as an argument of the 
impoffibility of my having committed 
them. 

^y Lptds, when I folicited your indul- 
gence for this day’s hearing, I did it under 
a belief, that there would be ample time in 
this fcffioi^ for your L^rdfliips to give 
judgenaent. Without that l^fief I fhould 
not have urged the reqiveft which I made 
on Monday laft, I afiure your Lordfhips, 

that 
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|:hat there is no object upon earth fo neat 
my heart as that of an immediate determir 
nation of this rtedious profecBtion. I am fo 
confident of my own innocence, and have 
fuch perfedt reliance upon the honour of 
your Lordftiips, that I ana not afraid (Xk 
fubmit to judgement upon the evidence, 
which has been adduced on the part of the 
profecution. 

My Lords, It Is impoffible for me to 
know the limits of the prefent Seffion of 
Parliament ; and under this uncertainty, I 
can only fay, that if there be fufficient time 
for your Lordfoips to come to a final judge- 
ment before the prorogation of it, then I 
moft chearfully and willingly reft the 

caufe where it now ftands. 

\ 

I am above all things defirous that your 
I^rdfhips fliould come to an immediate 
decifion i^pon the evidence before you. Bui' 
if the ftiortnefs of time fhould prevent 
your Lordftjlps from complying with this 
my earneff defire, and the trial muft of 
neceflity, and to my unfpeakable forrow 

be 
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be prolortged to another feffiori, then, my 
lyords, I truft you will not confider me, 
by aiiy thing I have faid, as precluded 
from adopting fuch means of defence as 
my Counfel may judge ipoft advifeable 
for my iiitercft. 


THE END. 



Ohfervations en the Jmftacbment^ 

December i8, 1791. 

An aJx)logy is due to Mr. Haftings for a 
liberty which has been taken in the pre- 
ceding fpeech without his knowledge, of 
adding certain explanatory documents ; but 
it w^as conceived that they would tend to 
elucidate the fubjeft to thdfe who are not 
thoroughly verfed in the politics of India. 
The note upon the bullock contrail was 
written by a gjiitlcman who has long 
ferved in India, and who could not feparato 
Sir James Erlkine St. Clair, a Lieutenant 
Colonel in his Majefty’s fervice, from the 
fame gentleman, a Member of Parliament. 
In the courfc of fervice, his Majefty may 
order that officer to India ; his ignorance 
might therefore be dangerous to*the State 
and in the late Gazette Extraordinary we 
have a moft melancholy proof of the confe- 
quenccs resulting from a failure in this ef- 
fential branch of military fervice : it will be 
A gene- 
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getiefatly allowed that Mr. Haftings and 
Sir Eyre Coote took every poffible precau- 
tion to enfure a faithful performance of the 
important contraft which they formed with 
Mr. Croftes ; nor was there a Angle com- 
plaint of negleft of duty, or of fraud, in 
that gentleman, or his fucceffor, during the 
late arduous w^r ; yet the memory of Sir 
Eyre Coote has been moft ungeneroufly 
traduced, and Mr. Haftings has been five 
years impeached, becaufe he did not lite- 
rally obey the moft impolitic and dange- 
rous order that ever was ifl'ued by a public 
body, or by an individual, when he formed 
the bullock contrad. 

The writer has had the honour to re- 
ceive an acknowledgment of the accuracy 
with which he has given Indian details, 
even from Mr. Pitt himfelf, an honour of 
which he cannot be very proud, becaufe no 
man living has been more inconfjlent than 
Mr. Pitt fince the commencement of Mr. 
Haftlngs’s trial. 




Of 
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Of inconuftency in Weftminfter Hall, 
the writer does not prefume to accufe the 
gentlemen in oppofition, but he will ven- 
ture to fay, that their fpeeches before the 
Lords are direftly at variance with their 
fupport of Mr. Dundas, in five fucceffive 
years. 

With all his refpeft for the talents of 
Mr. Fox and Mr. Pitt, Mr. Sheridan and 
Mr. Dundas, he is confident that they can- 
not reconcile, to any principle of juftice, 
the contradiftory refolutions which ftain 
the journals of the laft Parliament, relative 
to India. 

Under any other circumftances the wri- 
ter would not have taken the prefent mo- 
ment to deliver his fentiments fo freely, 
but when Mr. Burke completely feceded 
from his party in the Summer, he difeo- 
vered the fccrets of the party fo fully, that 
the world will no longer wonder how it 
A 2 , hap* 
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happened, that the l^te Parliament voted 
for thirteen articles, which they never read 
at all, and for feven naore which they 
paffed, without coming to a feparate vote 
upon the different allegations contained ip 
thofe articles. 

In his appeal from living to dead Whigs, 
Mr* Burke fays, “ He was, however, well 
aware of the great probability that per- 
fons of their juft credit and influence 
(meaning Mr. Fox and Mr. Sheridan) 
“ would at length difpofe the greater 
“ number’to an agreement with their fen- 
“ timents, and^ perhaps^ might induce the 
“ whole body to a tacit acquiefcence in their 
“ declarations^ under a natural and not aU 
ways ran improper dijlike of Jhewing a 
“ difference with thofe who lead their party : 
“ I will not deny^ that in general this conduU 
“ in parties is defenjible \ but ^within what 
“ limits the practice is to be circumferibed, 
‘‘ and with what exceptions the dodirine 

‘‘ which 



which fupports it is to be received^ it is not 
my prefent purpofe to define'^ 

This is a moft melancholy truth ; but it 
gives at the fame time a complete clue to 
the hiftory of Mr. Haftings’s impeach- 
ment. 

The writer of thefe obfervations knows, 
that, in a very early »ftage of the bufinefs, 
there was a meeting of the party at the 
Duke*' of Portland’s, where Mr. Burke 
Hated the fubftance of what he Ihould pro- 
pofe, and aftually did propofe on the fol- 
lowing day in the Houfe of Commons. 

It muft be a fad well known to gentle- 
men who mix with the world, rfiat there 
are many Members of the party^ who, as 
individuals, execrate the impeachment ; 
but as Mr. Burke has faid, applying the 
obfervation to his own cafe, “ This is to 
be confidered only as a peculiarity which 

“ they 
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“ they indulge to their own private liberty 
“ of thinking ; it has nothing to do with 
“ them as Members of a party,' 

It being therefore determined that Mr, 
Burke fhould be fupported in the impeach- 
ment, it was extremely natural for the 
party to trufl:®the detail to him only; nor 
does the writer prefume to cenfure thofe 
Members who thus gave up their private 
judgement, becaufe, in all parliamentary 
concerns, confidence muft be given to the 
leaders of parties. Few Members were 
able to comprehend every point in the Irifti 
Propofitions ; of courfc they voted with 
Mr. Pitt, in confidence that he was right ; 
and ftill more fo in the Ruffian bufinefs, 
where no* fort of information was afforded. 

The intricacies of Indian details, and the 
contradidory accounts given of that coun- 
try by different people, were fufficicnt to 
deter gentlemen from entering into them, 

provided. 
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provided they had no particular objcfl: to 
gratify, in ftudying fo dry a fubjedl: : it 
was extremely natural, therefore, upon Mr. 
Burke’s principles, that the party fhould 
blindly follow their leaders, in voting the 
articles of impeachment. Allowance muft 
alio be made for human paHions and infir- 
mities. Mr. Fox had repeatedly declared, 
that Mr. Pitt got into power by the fup- 
port and affiftance of the Eaft-India Com- 
pany, and that the Company was a mere 
name, an inftrument in the hands of the 
tools and creatures of Mr. Hafilngs. 

To the refentment which might be fup- 
pofed to aftuatc the party ^ another very 
material confideration is to be added. The 
late Houfe of Commons, by vopng the ar- 
ticles, fully and completely juftified Mr. * 
Fox in propoling his India bill in the pre- 
ceding Parliament ; and if, in the courfe of 
a four-years profecution, he could have fub- 
ftantiated, by evidence^ the material allega- 


tions 
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tions in the articles, the Britifli nation 
muft have been convinced, that he had 
fallen a facrifice to the bafeft combination 
that ever was formed, for the deftruftion of 
a deferving Miniftcr. 

In originally undertaking the irnpeach- 
ment of Mr. Haftings, the writer can well 
conceive the heads of Oppofition to have 
been aftuated by refentment, and by a 
with to juftify their own India fyftem. 
He can well conceive, that the party in 
general followed them, upon the principle 
which Mr. Burke has publithed to the 
whole world ; yet much and deeply as he 
has refleded upon the fubjeft, he has never 
been able to account for the condufl of Mr. 
Pitt, upon any one rational principle. 

This is a point of fo much importance, 
that, in treating upon it, the wiiter is moft 
anxious not to be mifunderftood, or mif- 
rcprcfcnted. He docs not blame Mr. Pitt, 

he 
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be never did blame him for voting to im- 
peach Mr. Haftings, provided It was his 
honeft opinion that he ought to be im- 
peached ; but that Mr. Pitt, the Minifter 
of the Country, and a Minifter of India, 
fhould have permitted articles to be pre- 
fented, which are contrary to his own fen- 
timents, moft folemnly and publicly deli- 
vered : which are contrary to the principles 
by which India is now governed : whieh 
reprobate as criminal various arrangements 
that Mr. Pitt has given his Entire approb^i- 
tion to : which declare a country to be 
ruined and deftroyed, that he has hlmfelf 
affirmed to be mojl profperous and Jiourifilng: 
that Mr, Pitt Ihould have fuffered articles 
of this defeription to be prefented to a 
Court of Juftice, without oppofing them In 
every ftage, always appeared to the writer 
to be a denial of jujilce^ to a man whbm 
the Mlnljler had deferibed, as the preferver 
of India to Great Britain, and naturally lead- 
ing to a wanton profufioa of the public 
B money, 



inoney, in an attempt to prove allcgatiotiai 
tvhich, being utterly unfounded, were In- 
capable of proof# 

In the courfe of thefe obfervations thd 
writer will endeavour, with as much con- 
cifenefs as poffible, to ftate the (hare which 
the Minifter had in the impeachment, and he 
hopes he lhallf do it with an accuracy that 
will entitle him to a repetition of the ho- 
nourable teftimony which he received from 
Mr. Pitt a fe J^ycars ago# 

No man living could have difplayed a 
firmer regard for the honour and dignity 
of Parliament, or for the fixed and immu- 
table principles of juftice, than Mr. Pitt 
did at the commencement of this Angular 
caufe ; nor a greater earneftnefs to avoid 
that error^ into which^ with his eyes open^ 
he afterwards fell. 

In the firft year, 1 786, he laid down hh 
principles moft explicitly ; andchcj&y? and 

leading 
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kadit^ principle wot, that Mr. Haftbgs 
could not} colntr of jufltct, be im- 

peached for aits which had been done prior 
to his feveral parliamentary appointments, 
unlefs his profecutors could produce feme 
(svidence which had hitherto been con- 
cealed. Mr. Haftings, it is true, never 
claimed this, nor any other indulgence. 

His principles were laid down during 
the difcuiTion of the Benares debate ; and 
in that debate he certainly difeovered a 
deeper knowledge of the conftitution and 
cuftoms of India, than any one of the Ma- 
nagers, or than the body united, have fmcc 
difplayed, 

principles were delivered , with a fo- 
Jemnity never to be forgotten, and with a * 
perfpicuity which made them univerfally 
intelligible > let it fuffice to fay now, that if 
they were well founded, it is impoBihle to 
cenfure Mr. Haftings for his condudt to 
B ? Cheyt 
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Ch'eyt Sing, although Mr, Pitt did ccnfur<5 
him for fomething that he had to 
do to that zemindar^ 

But the clofc of his^fpeech was the moft 
remarkable,' in which he declared, ‘‘ that 
if Mr. Hajlittgs Jlmld hereafter be im- 
peachef he^would vote., that his intention 
to fine Cheyt Sing in the enormous fum of 
‘‘ fifty lacks Jhould make one article in th 
impeachment''^ 

In the fecond year, 1787, he in like 
manner ftated, in terms clear and precife^ 
what parts of the Begum charge ought to 
form an article in the impeachment, re- 
futing by much the greater number of the 
allegation^. 

And in the fubfequent ftages of the bu- 
finefs, fo well aware was Mr. Pitt of the 
poflibility of the late Parliament’s falling 
into the error which it did fall into, that on 

the 
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the 15th of March he obferved, tha? 
“ after what had paffed he believed therS 
was no one who had any regard to the 
dignity of Parliament, dr io the ends of 
‘‘ public and fuhjlantial juftice, that could 
have any wifh but to forward it as mucii 
as poffible, and to bring it before thfi 
‘ ‘ other Hoiife in the mojl unqui/lionable Jhape ; 

but he conceived that it was by no 
“ means the beft way to the end they had 
‘‘ In view, to clog it with' ufelefs^ unnecef'^ 
^ind impradiicabk matter." 

After this fenfible hint, Mr. Pitt moved 
an amendment to the charge of contrafts ; 
but he was beat in the Committee by d 
majority of nine. 

On the twenty-fecond of March Mn 
Pitt obferved, that having only partk 
“ ally acqukfccd in the propriety of feve- 
ral of thefe charges, particularly con- 
cerning the affair of Benares and the con- 

‘‘ traSis-^ 
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iraiiSf he (hould en4eavour to bring thk 
f ‘ matter before the Houfe in fi^qh ^ way ai 
** would relieve him from the unpleafanf 
alternative of being obliged either tq 
diflent jn totq from a propofitiou, to fe^ 
veral parts of which he wiflied to give 
his concurrence, or to vote for ont 
which contained fome circurnftances tq 
which he was adverfe, But whether 
he fliould for this purpofe mah a fepa- 
rate motion^ or only move an amendment^ 
“ when the bufinefs was brought before 
the Houfe by thofe who conduced the 
V profecution, he was not as yet prepare^ 
to determine'^ 

On the ad of April the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer obferved, “ that in a hufinejs of 
fuch confequence ^s that in which they were 
hilt become more 

and more important \ he cou^ not thcrc- 
fore reprefs his anxiety to preferve that, 
formality tfnd regularity in the> 
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proceedings which fhould leave him and 
other Members at full liberty to deliver 
“ their votes fingly arid exclufively on the 
merits of the grand queftioa of im* 
peachment, and free from any objec- 
tions that might be made to the form in 
** which that queftlon fhould come for- 
‘‘ ward. He therefore requefted to know 
“ how Mr. Burke wifhed to proceed. For 
his part, having in fome of the articles 
“ gone only a certain length m hh ajfent^ and 
iy no means admitted a degree of guilt 
** equal to that imputed in the charges^ he 
could not think himfelf juftified in join* 
ing in a general vote of impeachment 
‘‘ which might feem to countenance the whole 
of each fever al charge ^ thofe parts which 
« were really criminals as well as thofe 
“ which were of an exculpatory naturei"' 

Mr. Pitt |hen recommended, that the 
charges Ihould be fent to a Committee to 
frame them into articles ; and when thofe 


were 
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were voted, then to move the queftion of 
impeachment. He added, If, on the con- 
Itrary, the impeachment was immediately 
rnoved, “ he (hould find himfelf under a 
“ neceffity of moving fever al amendments^ 
confining the effects of each charge to that 
“ degree of real guilt which he thought ap- 
peared in it^ 

f 

That Mr. Pitt might more fully mark 
the line which he meant to take, he de- 
clared ill the next debate, that he fliould, 
in a future ftage of the proceeding, fuh- 
“ mit feme propofiiions to the Houfe by way 
‘‘ of narrowing the fubje^i matter of im- 
“ pcachmenty and confining it to fuch objects 
“ as appeared to him of magnitude and pro- 
“ bability fufiicient to warrant fuch a pro- 
“ cseding** 

Mr. Sheridan, on the 3d of April, urged 
Mr. Pitt, in very Itrong terms, to propofc 
Jiis amendments, and pointed out the ma- 
terial 
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terlal diftinSlion which he had taken in the 
Benares charge. He obferved, that Mr. 
Pitt had even moved an amendment him- 
felf upon the charge of contrails, and 
added, that he knew not how Mr. Pitt 
“ could fit in his place and fay YES, 
“ when the queftion was put upon it ; 
“ thereby affirming, that tl^ contrails of 
‘‘ Mr. Auriol and Mr. Belli contained mat- 
ter of high crimes and mifdemeanors.^' 

To thefe obfervatlons no reply was made 
by Mr. Pitt; but Mr. Dundas urged to Mr. 
Sheridan the impolicy of provoking Mr. 
Pitt to move his amendments, as Mr. She- 
ridan muft know the Minifter, if he did 
move them, would be likely to receive 
fome fupport. He rather advifed jthe Oppo- 
fition, therefore, to let the matter rejl^ as In 
a fortnight Mr. Pitt might change his mind. 
The advice •was taken in good part, and 
followed. Mr. Pitt did change his mind. He 
never did propofc any amendment^ but voted 
C for 
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for every thiug the Managers finally pro- 
duced, though as appofite to his own DE- 
CLARED as light is tp darknrfs. 

The writer thefe flieets had fuch 
complete reliance on the word and honour 
pf Mr. Pitt, that he believed no confidera- 
tion upon earth would have induced him 
tp allow a Houfe of Conptpons to prefent 
articles of impeachment agalnft a valuable 
public fervant, until he had pointed out 
with that clearnefs and perfpicuity which 
cliftinguilhes his oratory, fuch parts of 
thofe articles as appeared to liim to be not 
crimes^ but a£i$ of great merit. If after he 
had fo pointed them out, and divided the 
Houfe upon thelcveral allegations, he Jiad 
been left jn a minority, then no public or 
private man could have expcftcd more from 
him : he would have difcharged his duty 
to his country, to Mr. Haftings, and to his 
own confcience. 

But 
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fitrt tfteinjiriFicc of this procecdmg, both 
to Mr. Haftings and the Phbfic, is thiy : 
that all the infiutnctr poffcffed by Nfr. Pitt 
was exerted to procure a vote from the ht6 
Parliament, that there vras fmething for 
which he ought to be impeached ; while 
Mr. Pitt withheld his Inflhcuce totally upon 
the moft material point of att, which was, 
when the Houfe were to determine, for 
what he Jhould be impeached t the confe- 
quence is, that Mr. Haftings has already 
been four years upon his trial, for afls 
which the Mlnifter of England has de- 
clared to be highly meritorious. 

By influence, the writer does not mean 
to infmuate that Mr. Pitt corruptly influ- 
enced any one gentleman to vote^ in any 
one ftage of Mr. Haftings’s impeachmenf, 
or that any one Member would have given 
a corrupt vole, upon any queftion; he 
will elucidate what he means, by ftkting 
a faft. 

C 2 lu. 
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In the laft feffion of the laft Parliament 
the Houfe paflid a bill for fixing the pro- 
portion of flaves to be carried in fhips of 
different tonnage, to the Weft Indies. A 
majority adopted the opinion of a refpec- 
table fea officer, (Lord Hood), and Mr. Pitt 
was left ill a minority, in one Jlage of the 
nil. He thep gave notice (as he had done 
in the cafe of Mr. Haftings) that he would 
move an amendment on the Report, which 
he accordingly did, and his amendment was 
carried by a confiderable majority. 

The writer cannot take upon him poli- 
tively to affirm, that Mr. Pitt would have 
been equally fuccefsful, had he made his 
promifed amendments to the articles ; but 
he conCcientioufly believes he would, be- 
caiife he does not think it poffible that a 
Britilh Parliament would have profecuted 
one man for a£ls which they had highly 
approved in another, or that tliey would 
have voted that Mr, Haftings had ruined a 
2 country, 
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country, while their table was covered over 
with proofs that he had left it in a mojl jlou- 
rijhing Jlaie^ provided the Mlnifter had 
brought the fubjed fully and fairly before 
them. 

Thinking as the writer does of the ex- 
tent of Mr. Pitt’s influence, and of the 
force of his eloquence, he deems his 
breach of promife to be a moft unfortunate 
event to the country, to the individual pro- 
fccuted, and to the dignity and honour of 
Parliament. Upon Mr. Pitt’s ideas, the 
writer is confident that the trial of Mr. 
Haftings could not have lafted ten days, 
becaufe all thofc allegations in the articles, 
as they now ftand, which occafioned fuch 
eternal difputes upon the admiffibillty of 
evidence, would have been utterly rejeded • 
by the Houfe of Commons, had Mr. Pitt 
moved and parried his amendments. 


The Benares article he would have con- 
fined 
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filled to one Jingle pointy the enormity of the 
fine intended to have been hnpofcd upon 
Cheyt Sing. 

The Begum article, to invo points^ the 
refumptlon of the jaghires, and treafures. 
The contrafts to three points, the bullock 
and opium cqntraft, and Sir Eyre Coote’a 
allowances. 

The article of prefents, to the fums 
avowed to have been received by Mr, Haft- 
ings fubfequent to the year 1778. The 
remaining two articles, Fyzoola Cawn and 
Funuckabad, are abandoned. 

Tlic facts, in all thefe points, are fully 
admitted by the defendant. After hearing 
his explanatory evidence, it would only 
have remained with the Lords to deter- 
mine, vvhctiier they were crimeSy or afts 
which entitled Mr. Haftings to the good 
opinion of his country. 


It 
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It fhould be particularly remembered, 
that the impeachment was voted upon the 
fix articles above mentioned ; and to tbofe 
articled the preceding obfervations apply. 
The writer could very fafely appeal to Mr. 
Pitt himfelf, for the fairnefs of the preced- 
ing ftatement. He has made it repeatedly, 
both in and out of Parliatpent ; but he 
conceives that it does make a proper addi- 
^on to the fpeech of Mr. Haftings at the 
prefeut moment. 

There was a feventh article voted after- 
wards, called the revenues^ which Mr. Fox 
affirmed, and with the ftridleft truth, to be 
the mojl important of them all. That ar- 
ticle the Minifter oppofed in toto ; but be- 
ing left in a minority on the divifion, in 
the firfl: and leaft important ftage, and in a 
very thin Houfc, he never interfered in any 
future ftage •of it, although it certainly 
did Involve the laft Houfe, and Mr, Pitt 
himfelf, in an abfurdity never enough 
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to be lamented; for It happened, that 
nearly on the day this article was voted, 
which ftates in terms the ruin and deftruc- 
tion which Mr. Haftings had brought upon 
Bengal, the India Minifter, Mr. Dundas, 
affured the Houfe^, That flattering as 
he thought the ftate of our affairs at 
home, and confident as he was of the 
care that would be taken of them by the 
prefent Adminiftration, the profpeft 
they prefented was darknefs oppofed to 
“ light itfelf, when compared with the 
prolpeft prefented by our affairs in 
‘‘ India.” 

The leaders of Oppofition did not con-, 
tradift this aflertion, though Mr. Francis, 
a center-rank man, entered into fome dif- 
cuffion upon the fubjeft ; but even he^ in 
common with the whole Houfe^ permitted 
Mr. Dundas’s refolutions to* be entered 

• April 22, 1787. 

upon 
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upon the journals, which fully confrnied 
his ftatement, and which are in them- 
felves a libel upon the articles of impeach- 
hient ; for it would be an infuk to the 
common fenfe of mankind to offer proofs 
of a faft which muft be felf evident. Mr. 
Haftings did not refign his If ation until Fe- 
bruary 1785 ; Mr. Dundas in April 1787, 
when he dated the flourilhing date of In- 
dia, had no advices from that country later 
than September 1786, but nineteen months 
fubfequent to the refignation of Mr. Had- 
ings. If, therefore, we agree with Mr. 
Uundas, that the Britidi empire in India 
was fo flourifhing, that it was as light op- 
pofed to darknefs^ compared to the date of 
England, the merit can only belong to 
Mr. Hadings : thofe who think, with the 
Managers, that Bengal was depopulated, 
and her revenues diminifhed, mudofeourfe 
impute the depopulation and diminution of 
refources to Mr. Hadings; but the man 
who can fb think, againd the mafs of evi- 
D dence 
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dcnce which has been produced to ptoW' 
the reverfe, is more calculated for an Inha^ 
bitant of Bedlam, than to be a companion to 
rational creatures* 

But this is not the greatelb abfurdity m 
which the laft Parliament was involved on 
the fubjed of this impeachment. The 
writer has not yet got beyond feven of the 
articles. The laft thirteen were not voted 
until a fortnight after Mr. Haftings had 
been impeached, and under bail ; and they 
were voted in fuch a manner, that the 
writer trufts It will operate as a caution to 
all great bodies, not to be too hafty in voting 
upon a judicial queftion hereafter. 

Mr. Bufike prefcnted them on the 23d of 
May, 1787. One word of each article 
was read pro forma Inftantly, juft as the 
Houfe was rifing, and an order paffcd for 
their being printed, yir the information of 
the Members ; but the next day, the 24th, 

upon 
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upon the motion of Mr, Burke, they were 
read pro forma a fecond time, and injlantfy 
VoUt by the Houfe^ without a word fatd upon 
them. 

On the a 8th this vaft mafs of matter 
was printed ; but on that fame day Mr, 
Burke was ordered to cyry thefe ar- 
ticles to the Houfe of Lords, although the 
writer of thefe (heets intreated the Houfe 
to condefeend to examine what was going 
to be prefented in their names, of which 
they knew nothing ; but he intreated in vain. 
In this mafs was that unjuftifiable charge 
agalnft Captain Williams, which placed 
the late Parliament in fo awkward a fitua- 
tion ; and thefe articles ftrongly con- 
demn that arrangement, to which ihe King's 
Minijlers had given their complete and re- 
peated approbation. 

The obfervations which the writer has 
here given he took the liberty to repeat in 
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this Parliament, in the humble hope that 
Mr. Pitt would have done what he pro- 
mlfed to do in the laft ; but the Houfe in 
its wifdom thought proper to order the Ma- 
nagers to proceed no farther than to one 
more article, thereby abandoning totally the 
greater part of what the laft Parliament 
had fo inconijiderately voted, but leaving it 
ftill as a criminal charge agalnft Mr. Haft- 
ings, that he had diminilhed the revenues 
of Bengal ; that he had opprefled, ruined, 
and deftroyed the natives ; that he had 
given corrupt contrads to Mr. Belli and 
Mr, Auriol ; and that he had called upon 
Cheyt Sing to contribute his proportion to 
the expcnccsof the laft war. To all thefe 
charges Mr. Pitt had refufed his affent, and 
even oppofed them with powerful argu-* 
ments. 

In Ihort, without prefiirtiing to call ir^ 
(]Mcftlon the wifdom or juftice of Parlia- 
raent, the writer can boldly and confidently 

affirm, 
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affirm, that it is not poilible to explain 
thefe inconfiftencies, or reconcile the prin- 
ciples upon which the prefent Minifters 
govern India, with the principles which 
they profefled, when they voted to impeach 
Mr. Haftings. 

The difference in the conduft of Mr. 
Pitt and the Oppofition towards Mr. Haft- 
Jngs, in many material inftances, is this : 

Mr. Pitt, by his fpeeches, pronounced 
him not only to be innocent, but that his 
a£lions merited the higheft praife~but, by 
his final vote, he condemned him for thofc 


The Oppofition pronounced^ him to be 
guilty by their votes, and declared him td 
be fo in their fpeeches ; but they have* pro- 
duced evidence in Weftminfter Hall, which 
proves that Bengal, under his adminiftra- 
tion, increafed in agriculture, population, 

and 
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and icvdnue, and that the country was gon 
vcrncd better by him, than by the native 
Sovereigns, 

Nor is this any difcovery. Mr. Pitt, 
from an anxious regard for the credit of the 
country, moft pointedly contradifted Mr. 
Francis, when that gentleman affirmed, 
that the revenues of Bengal had been di- 
minifhed by Mr. Haftings. Not contented 
with this, Mr. Pitt affirmed, that Bengal 
was in a moft profperous and flouriftiing 
ftate ; and he proved his correftnefs in the 
aflertion by the evidence of figures, How 
Mr. Pitt, hiiving once faid NO, could after- 
wards fay YES, to Mr. Francis’s charge : 
how he could vote for articles fo repug- 
nant to his avowed principles^ fo contrary 
to the fyftem by which he himfelf governs 
India, is a myftery which pafleth all im- 
derfiaiiding. 

Mr. Haftings in his fpeech ftates it as 


matter 
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ftiatter of complabt, that the Manag^i'Si 
who were deputed to prove the charge 
againft hliii, bad reviled him. la this they 
certainly followed a precedent, but a pre- 
cedent which Mr. Burke violently cen- 
fured], wheu he told the Houfe of Com- 
mons that ‘‘ he could not infult and ridicule 
‘‘ millions of his fellow creatpres, as Sir Ed-* 
ward Coke bad infulted one excellent in- 
dividual (Sir Walter Raleigh) at the bar.’* 

There is an inftance in the Britiih hif- 
tory which bears a clofe analogy to the 
moft material feature in Mr. Haftings’s 
profecution. 

An anceftor of the Duke of Argyle was 
tried for high treafon, and othtT crimes, ^ 
very foon after the Reftoratioii of Charles 
the Second, before the Houfe of Ix>rds of 
Scotland. 

He was charged with committing a great 

. varicity 



variety of crimes in the courfe of thirteen 
Or fourteen years. In this point the cafe of 
the Marquis of Argyle and of Mr. Haftings 
are exaftly fimilar ; for the firft allegation 
againft Mr. Haftiiigs, in point of date^ was 
fo far back as 1772, and the laft corner 
down to 1785* 

iTo the afls committed in the earlier patt 
of the period, the Marquis pleaded an ad 
of indemnity : and the King, unprincipled, 
arbitrary, and tyrannical as he was in other 
inftances, allowed the juftice of the plea, 
and ordered the Lord Advocate not to pro- 
fecute the Marquis for any criminal ad al- 
ledged to have been “ committed prior to 
“ 1651, when the ad of indemnity was 
pafl'ed.*” 

Charles was poflibly influenced in thU 
determination by the judgement which the 
world had pafled on the execution of Sir 
Walter Raleigh, in the reign of his grand- 
father. 
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fathfcf. Sir Walter had been tried for hi* 
life, and condemned to death ; but fubfe-* 
qoent to his trial James releafed him from 
the Towerj and employed him in the pub-* 
Jic ferviee. It was contended, and is now* 
generally admitted, that his employment 
(hould have operated as an aft of indem- 
nity, and all our hiftorians have looked 
lipon Sir Walter’s execution as a foul and 
An atrocious murden 

Mr. Pitt tealbned, in the early part of Mr. 
Haftings’s impeachment, upon the honoura- 
ble principles of Charles, and affirmed, that 
it would be in the hlgheft degree unjuft iit 
the Houfe to profecute Mr. Haftings for 
afts done prior to his feveral parliamentary 
re-appointments ; fuch re-appolqtments be- 
ing, in fa<ft, the fullejl proof of parliamentarf 
approbation, 

4 

But in the end he differed from Charles 
the Second, and voted to impeach Mr, 
E Haftings 
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Ha{Ungs fora£ls done in the year 
though he knew that, between and 

1785, Mr. Haftings had been four Icvcral 
times appointed by the Legiflature^ the 
Governor General of Bengal. 

It was alledged as a crime againft the 
Marquis, that he had fubmittcd to the 
ufurpatton of 6livcr Cromwell. 

In reply, he modeftly obfervcd, “ What 
“ could I think of that matter, after a 
“ man, fo eminent in the law as his Ma- 
“ jelly’s Advocate, had taken the engage- 
“ ment ? ” 

“ This inflamed the Lord Advocate fo 
“ much, that he called the Marquis an 
“ impudent villain ; and he was not fo 
“ much as chid for that barbarous treat- 

ment*.” 


Here 


BlHiop B<ifnct’s Hiftory. 
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Here allb an accurate obferver will pcr> 
pcive a moll llriking limilarity in the con- 
duft of the two profecutions in the two 
centuries, 

Mr, Haftings not only received the moll 
public acknowledgements of his long, 
faithful, and able fervice, from the man 

who was Lord Advocate, and is now one of 

» 

his Majefty’s Secretaries of State, but he 
knew that the Secretary had direfted cer- 
tain arrar^gements whicli Mr. Haftings had 
formed, to be invariably adhered to. 

He knew alfo, that the Secretary had 
declared, that, after an attentive perufal, he 
approved the arrangements, and the princi- 
ples on which they were formed. 

He knew alfo, that the Secretary voted * 
to impeach him of high crimes and mifde- 
meanors, jof forming the arrangements al- 
luded to. 
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Could I,” faid the Marquis of Argylc, 
think that engagement was criminal 
‘‘ which the King’s Advocate took, as well 
as 1 did ?” — “ You are an impudent vil-i 
lain,” was the anfwer, 

“ The King’s Minillers,” faid Mr. Haft- 
ings, “ voted to impeach me for afts which 
“ they themfelves have approved, and for 
arrangements which they have ordered ta 
** be rigidly adhered to.” 

Mr. Fox, more polite than the Lord Ad- 
vocate of the laft century, contented him- 
fclf by replying, ‘‘ that it was impoffible for 
“ Mr. Haftingi to know bow the King's 
“ Mbiijkrs voted an aflertion in which 
Mr. Fox may be founded, if he intrenches 
himfclf under privilege, but not if he will 
'allow the matter to be determined by com- 
moh fenfe ; for thougli it is a very great 
refledlion upon the King’s India Minifters 
to lay, that as Members of Parliament 
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they voted to impeach Mr. Haftlngs for 
aSs which they themfelves had approved, 
it would be as great a refleftion upon thcn\ 
to fay, that they did not vote at all, fince 
it was more efpecially their duty, as Mi-^ 
nifters, to confider and weigh each allega^ 
tion in each article, naoft ferioufly. 

The fail is, that the Kind’s Mlnifters did 
vote for the articles to which Mr. Haft- 
ings alludes ; and it is alfo a faft, which 
the writer of thefe obfervatioiis has often 
ftatcd in the laft Parliament, that they never 
read a line of them. This makes no al- 
teration to Mr. Haftings ; the injuftice to- 
wards him is equally great, and it is unpa- 
rallelled in the Hiftory of England. 

Tlie writer has gone more into detail 
upon this fubjed than he intended ; but* 
he conceived it might be of fome fervice to 
the prefent'age, and to pofterity, to point 
out how the laft Parliament was drawn on, 

ftep 


3 
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ftep by ftep, to vote a very great number 
of articles, which contain allertlons mani- 
fcftly contradiftory, to certain fads which 
are entered upon the journals of that fame 
Parliament, and repeated in four following 
feffions. 

Men wonder now how it happened that 
Lord Somers, the moft upright and virtuous 
man of the age in which he lived, could 
have been Impeached for corruption, and 
other high crimes and mifdemeanors. 

Men do wonder, while the impeachment 
of Mr. Haftings is depending, how he 
could have been held out to the world as a 
man hated and detefted throughout India, 
while all India is united in his favour, and 
when the natives of India have given the 
moft unequivocal proofs of their regard and 
affeflion for him. 


That there is fomething of a twift in the 

under- 
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\jnderftanding of the man who made the 
charge, no perfon can doubt ; but that a 
liberal and an enlightened fociety of gen- 
tlemen fliould adopt it, would have been a 
matter of aftonilhment, indeed, if Mr. 
Burke had not explained to us in what 
manner rcafon, juftice, and common fenfe^ 

are daily facrificed at the flirine of party. 

* 

In a parliamentary report, drawn up by 
Mr. Burke he tells the Britifh nation, that 
fuch are the abufes and dilbrders prevail- 
‘‘ ing in the Government of Bengal, and the 
oppreflions fuffered by the natives, fo va- 
rious, heavy, and complicated, that no- 
“ thing lefs than utter ruin was threatened 
“ to thofe lately-flourifliing countries.** 

In a ftudied fpecch upon Mr. Fox's 

• 

bill +, which Mr. Burke afterwards printed, 


* In February, 1783. 
f The firfl ©f December, 1783. 

he 



( J ) 

he fays, in fpcaking of Bengal, “ EhglancJ 
has erefted no churches, no hofpitalsy 
no palaces, no fchools ; England has 
“ built no bridges, made no high roads^ 
“ cut no navigations, dug out no refer- 
“ voirs. Every other conqueror, of every 
“ other defcriptlon, has left fome monu- 
ment of ftate, or beneficence, behind 
“ him. If'^ere we to be driven out of India 
“ this day^ nothing would remain to tell that 
“ it had been pojfejfed^ during the inglorious 
“ period of our dominion^ by any thing better 
than the Ourang Outangy or the T’iger'^ 

The falfchood of fuch affertlons can only 
be equalled by their folly ; but although it 
be a notorious fa£l that England A^jerefled 
churches^ hofpitals, palaces, and fchools, 

' ill Bengal, that fe has built bridges, made 
high roads, cut navigations, and dug refer- 
volrs, the whole force of the party y both in 
out of Parliament, was exerted to 
tup|xirt Mr. Burke in thefe, and in all the 

wild 
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wild aflertions which he has made relative 
to India In the laft ten years ; and the public 
treafure has been wafted with a profufion 
not very creditable to the Mlnifter, who is 
the natural guardian of the people^ s money, 
in the vain attempt to prove certain fafts, 
which the Minijler himfelf has declared to be 
utterly unfounded*^'* 

The writer of thefe (heets has very nar- 
rowly watched the conduft of Mr. Burke : 
he has traced him through all his inconfif- 
tencies ; but the following page, In his laft 
publication, has moft particularly attrafted 
his attention* 


♦ The writer here more particularly alludes to tlio 
fum levied annually upon Cheyt Sing during the late 
war, dated by the Managers to be a very high crime, 
but allowed by Mr. Pitt to be a very proper ancT meri- * 
torious ad ; and to the charge that Mr. Haftings*had 
diminilhed the ^revenues of Bengal, Mr. Pitt having 
proved, by the evidence of figures, that he had incfeafcd 
them. 


F 


“ Thefe 
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“ Thefe focieties of modem Whigs puffi 
“ their inlblence as far as it can go. In 
“ order to prepare tiie minds of the people 
“ for treafon and rebellion, they reprefeut 
“ the King as tainted with principles of 
“ defpotifm, from the circumftance of his 
“ having dominions in Germany. In direB 
“ defiance of the mo ft notorious truth, they 
“ defcribe his (Government there to be a defipo- 
“ tifm; whereas it is a free Conftitution, 
“ in which the States of the Eleftorate 
“ have their part in the government ; and 
“ this privilege has never been infringed 
“ by the King, or that I have heard of by 
“ any of his predeceflbrs. The Conftitu- 
“ tion of the EleQoral dominions has, in- 
“ deed, a double control, both from the 
“ laws of the empire, and from the privi- 
“ leges of the country. Whatever rights' 
“ rlie King enjoys as Elector, have been 
“ always parentally exercifed, a}}d the calum- 
“ nics of thefe fcandalous focieties have not 
“ been authorifed by a finale complaint of 
“ cptrejfion.'' 4 
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The writer does not know that any fo- 
cieties of modern Whigs are guilty of the 
charge here brought againft them ; but 
(hould any modern Whig have treated his 
Majefty with fo much injuftice and inde- 
cency, he may fay, “ Non mens ejl hk 
Sermo'" “ Mr. Burke told me many 
years ago, “ that a body of men, called 
Kings Friends, had corrupted the Houfe 
of Commons, and had deftroyed the 
fpiritof the Conftitiition.” 

The writer means not to examine wlie- 
thcr Mr. Burke's charge againfl: his old 
friends he true or ftlfe ; he has inferted the 
paflage entire, becaufc fomc parts of it ap- 
ply tnojl pomtedly to the impeachment of 
Mr. Haftliigs. 

Mr. Bu ike’s has noiv difeovered, that 
Ihoulcl a mail affirm the King’s govern-, 
ment in Hanover to be a defpotifm, in order 
to impute dpfpotic principles to his Ma- 
jefty, it muft be in defiance of the mfi noto- 
rious truth. 

F i 


Yet 
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Yet with the fame defiance of the mofi 
notorious truth f Mr. Burke continues to 
affij'm, in the name of all the Commons of 
Great Britain, that the revenues of Bengal 
were diminilhed, and the natives oppreffed, 
ruined, and deftroyed, by Mr. Haftings. 

He affirms it in direft contradidion to 
the folemn aflertion of his new friend, Mr, 
Dundas, who,‘almofl: on the fame day that 
Mr. Burke gave the moft gloomy pidurc of 
India, declared, “ that the flourifhing ftate 
of England^ when compared to that of 
IndiUy was as darknefs oppofed to light 

Mr. Burke affirms, that the King*s au- 
thority in Hanover has always been paren- 
tally excrcifed. The writer, from the high 
opinion he entertains of his Majefty’s vir^ 
tues, would have given full credit to Mr, 
Burke upon this fubjed, even if he had not 
brought an uncontrovertible proof of the truth 
rf this ajfertion ; for Mr. Burke adds, that 

“ the 


• In April, 1787. 



( xlv ) 

the calumnies of thefe fcandalous feci- 
eties have not been authorized by a finglt 
“ cmplaint of opprejfion'' 

Have the calumnies uttered by fcan- 
** dalous focieties,” againft Mr. Haftiiigs, 
been authorized by a fingle complaint of 
oppreffion ? Has Mr. Burke been juftified 
in applying the grofs and indecent terms, 
Captain General of Inquity/* to Mr* 
Haftings by any one tittle of evidence 
that he has produced in four years ? Has 
he been able to get one man to lay, “ that 
when Mr. Haftings refigned, India felt 
relieved from a wei-dit under which (he 

O 

had long groaned f r 

On the contrary, docs not Mr. Burke 
know, that the natives of India hav.e joined 
almoft as one man to bear teftimony In the 
favour of Mr. Haftings ? and will he fay, 

♦ In his opening fpccch in Wcftminiler Hall, Fe- 
bruary 1788, the full day. 

t His fpeech on the 4lh day of his opening. 

thAt 
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that fix years was not an ample time to 
enable the people of India to load the 
rexords of the Company with complaints 
againft Mr. Haftings, iuftead of panegyrics 
in his behalf, if but one, in one thoufand of 
the tale^ told by Mr. Burke, were well 
founded ? 

The writer moft readily admits, that 
Mr. Burke’s realoniiig, applied to his Ma- 
jeftv as idedlor of Hanover, is lair, is juft, 
and is honourable. The want of a fngk 
complaint aftords dccifive proof, that no caufc 
for complaint exifts ; but as Mr. Burke 
can rcafon fo well at times, yet adl fo ill, 
he niuft be either a very bad man, or a very 
mad man ; for in the cafe of Mr. Haftings, 
it is not merely the ahjcnce of all complaint 
which 'prima facie, and even upon Mr. 
Burke’s rcafoning, proves, that no caufe 
fiyr complaint exifts ; but no fooner did 
Mr. Burke fpeak in the name of all the 

‘ I 

people of India, than they all dfowned 
him: nor is this all; the King’s Minifters 

fully 
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fully acknowledged the long, faithful, and 
able fervices of Mr. Haftings ; they adopted 
his lyftems ; and they govern the Britifli 
empire in the Eaft, at the prele/it moment, 
precifely upon tbofe principles zvhich they kavc 
voted to be criminal in him to avozt\- 

That twenty articles of impeachment, 
including in them th<^ allegations wc have 
noticed, (hould have been voted againft Mr. 
Ilaflings, will be a matter of wonder to 
future av:cs. It woul.l have been difficult 
to account for the fact up:n a?iv grounds^ 
(upon ratlotiijl grounds^ no man can account 
for it) if Mr. Burke, in hi;> laft j)ubiica- 
tioii, had not cleared up the myftciy ; and 
with two (]uot;Uions front that curious 
work, and a Ihort obfervation, the, writer 
will clofe* his rcniaiks. 

“ As to leacns in parties, nothing^is 
more common than to fee them blindly ' 
Icd^d’ Tfie obfervatiuii is a juft one, 

and 


Mr. Burke’s Appeal, page 96. 
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and v/as made long ago by the late Mr* 
Piilteney, 

Mr. Burke himfelf had for many years 
the credit of leading the Rockingham 
party, and of leading them into many al>- 
furdltics. lie heft knows whether he led 
them, or followed their lead. Let it be 
fuppofed, that a man who has influence 
with the Icvid^rs of a party, is capable of 
afling abfurdly, or wildly ; of feeling fore 
from dlfappointmcnt ; of being actuated by 
rage, by malice, or by revenge ; and you 
Ivavc at once a clue to the impeachment of 
Mr, Ilaftifigs. Should any gentlemen of 
the party entertain different lentimciits 
from this leader of leaders, “ it is to be 
“ confidered only as a peculiarity which 
“ thcy’lndulge to their own private liberty 
, “ of t! linking. It has /rJhi/ig to do with 
^^^tkem as Members oj a party. In their 
“ public capacity^ in every thing that meets 
“ the public ear, or puhiic cye^ the body mujl 
be confidered as ur.jrdutioush' 
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confidered. By Mr Nicholas Turner, of Bignor, SufTex, 
dedicated to the Earl of Egremont. Price 3^. 

JOURNAL of a VOYAGE to POkT JACKSON, 
in New South Wales ; with a full and accurate Account of 
bi$ iVIajcfty's Settlements there; a Dcfcripiion'of the Natives, 
and of the natural Prod\i£Iions of New Holland ; a corredt 
Diary of the Weather, Latitudes, Longitudes, &c. By JOHN 
WHITE, Efq. Surgeon General to the Settlement, and Cor- 
refponding Member of the Medical Society in London. Jl- 
lufirated with Sixty-five elegant Engravings, from Drawings 
copied from Nature, by Mils Stone, Mr. Nodder, Mr. Catton, 
&c. and exhibiting near One Hundred Figures of non-defeript 
Birds, Lizards, curious Cones of Trees, Animals, ^c. of New 
South Wales, accompanied with fcicniific Deferiptions, and an 
elegant engraved Title Page and Vignette, by Milton, in One 
Volume, Koval Chiarto, Price il. i6s. in Boards ; or with 65 
Plates, beautifully coloured after the Originals, Price 3I, 6s. in 
Boards. 

EXTRACTS of LETTERS frrm ARTHUR PHILLIP. 
Efq. Governor of New South Wales, to Lord Sydney. To 
which is annexed, a Defeription of Norfolk Bland. By Cap- 
tain King, and an Account of Expcnces incurred in tran- 
fporting Convi^ls to New South Wales. Price as. 

JOURNAL of i VOY'AGE from PORT JACKSON, 
New South Wales, tp CANTON, in 1^88, through an 
unexplored, Paffage. By Thomas Gilbert, Efq. Commander 
. f the Charlotte. Illuftratcd with Views of the following 
:.:nds difeovered on the PalTage, vra. Chatham’s, Ibbitfon’s, 
-tthcvCs, Calvert’s, Knox's, Daniel’s, Marlar’s, and Gil- 
's. Elegantly printed in ^ario, Price 8s. fewed. 
j three preceding Articles being all uniformly printed in 
-’uarto, may be had complete in one large Volume. 

RPOKT of the LORDS of the COMMITTEE of 
JNCIL, appointed for the Confidetration of all Mattert 
ng to Trade and Foreign Plantations ; fubmitcing to bit 



h*yc colle^led in Con(<quence of his Majefty’s Order in Coun* 
cil, dated the itth of February, 1788, concerning tbc prefent 
State of the Trade to Africa, and particularly the Trade in 
Slaves ; and concerning the Fffei^s and Cdnfequences of this 
'I rade, as well in Africa and the Weft Indies, as to the gene- 
ral CuMMERCIl of this KINGDOM, (1789). In one 
large Volume, folio, illuRrated with a Map, Oiewing the Route 
of the Caravans. 

The REPORT from the SELECT COMMITTEE, to 
whom it was referred to examine and Rate the fcveral Accounts 
and other Papers prefented to the HOUSE of COMMONS, 
rcating to the Public Income and Expenditure. And alfo to 
report to the Houfe what may be expefted to be the Annual 
Amount of the faid Income and Expenditure in future, March 
21,1786. Price 3<, 

REPORT from the SELECT COMMITTEE appointed 
to examine and Rate the fcveral Accounts, and other Papers, 
prefented to the Houfe of Commons in this SeiTion of Parlia- 
ment, relating to the Public Income and Expenditure ; and to 
report to the Houfe what has been thc^ whole Amount of the 
PUBLIC INCO.ME and EXPENDITURE during the laft 
FIVE YEARS, and what may be cxpc< 3 cd to be the annual 
Amount thereof in future : and al(o, what Alteration has taken 
place in the Amount of the Public Debt fince the 5th of Ja- 
nury, 1786. Prefented to the Houfe of Commons, May 10, 
1791. Price 58. 

The above important Reports contain an authentic State- 
ment of every part of the BRITISH REVENUE, with 
Documents and Vouchers for every Department and Office j 
includes the Appendix, being uniformly printed in OtRavo. 
May be had complete, Price 8s. 6d. in boards. 
observations on the LAND REVENUE of the 
CROWN: containing the Origin and Sources of the Land 
Revenue of England — Of various Acceffions to, and Aliena- 
tions of, the Crown Lands — Prefent State of the Revenue- 
Management of the Land Revenue^ Various, Mcafurea and 
ProjeiRs concerning the Land Revenue. With an Appendix, 
containing fevcral interefting Papers on the fflbjed of the Land 
Revenue. By the Hon, JOHN St. JOHN. Elegantly prifjtcd 
In Quarto, Price ros.6d. in boards. 

I'he REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS .appointed to 
to enquire into the State and Condition of the Woods, ForeRs^ 
and Land Revcnucj of the Crown, and to fell or alienate Fee 
Farm, and other unimprovable Rents, containing a Schedule of 
all the Manors, Lands, Tenements, and Hereditaments, hejd 
by Leafc from the Crown, with an Account of the laR LeaTe 
of each particular ERate, Ricwing the Names of the LeRccs, 
the Dates of the Leafes, the Terms thereby granted, and Ex- 
piration thereof ; the yearly Value of each ERate by the full- « 
cR Survey or ERimatCi the Fines paid for luch \^cafcsi and 



, tfk oM Rertfs, Increafr^ Rents, Wfic^ fcrcmd to Vhe 
Crmvn tirereuijon. The above: 1)ctng uhi%mly printed in 
. <!{«jarto, may bci»' J, complete, in oioc Volume, cfegantly bound, 
, Price tl. TS. 

REPORT of' the COMMISSIONERS appointed to en- 
quire irvto the Sbte and Conditioji of t?he Woods, Foreft?, and 
Lahd Revenues of tbc Crown, and to fell or alienate Fee 
Farm and other unimproyabic Rents, to the House of Loaps, 
April, lygo. Price is. 

• TRAVELLING ANECDQTES through various Parts of 
Europe. By James Doug^as, F.A.S. llluftratcd with eight 
prints in aqua tint?. Price 6 s, in Boards. 

The SPEECH of Monf. NECKER, at a Meeting of the 
Aflctnbly of Notables at VerfaiMes, Nov. 6, 1788. I'o which 
ia added, the Speeches of the King and the Keeper of Seals. 
Tranflatcd frorti the French, Price is. f)d; 

M. NECKER^s REPJRt to his Mod Cluiftian Majefly 
in Council, announcing important Changes in the French 
CoNsrrruTioN. Price is. hd. 

‘ M. NECKER’s A^NSWER to M. de CALONNE’s 
CHARCiE againft him in the Aflcmbly of the Notables. 
Price a*. 6(1. 

The three preceding Articles of M. Necker being uniformly 
■rlihcd in Ok^avo, may be had compleat, Price 6s. in 
’ Boards. 

The PEERAGE of ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, and 
IRELAND, or the Ancient and Prefent State of the Nobility; 
tontaining a GcneaFogical Account of the refpedive Peers, 
whether by 'I'enqre, Summons, or Creation, their Defeents and 
Collaicra! Branches ; Births, Marriages, KTue, chief Seats, 
Coats of Arms, Creds,' ^ppporters elegantly engraveil ; and 
titcral Tranflatmns of ihe'Moitos. I'o which are annexed, 
the £xrio6tand Forfeited Peerages, and an alphabetical Index 
bf all the Family Names of the Peers, and Titles ofiheir eldeft 
{ 5 ons; to which is prefixed. Elegant Portraits of his Majesty, 
the Prince oi» Wales, and the Dvke of York, 5cc. from 
Drawings by Mr. Dayes and engraved by Mr. Angus, In 
three large Volumes, odiavo, Price il. 4s. in Boards. 

' 1 he Editors profefs to have given in ihcfe Volumes the 

cIcarcR^moit authentic, and the beft digefted Account of the 
hoble Families of England, ScotlaWd, and Ireland, 
hitherto publ.ihed; andjbyomiitingunneceflilry Digreflions, and 
oftentatious Qiiotations from Hillories and Bfegraphical Memoirs 
’vhtch only ferve to increafethe Price, have exhibited their Gc- 
•calogies clear and explicit, fo that every collateral Branch is 
>cn with great Facility and Exaf^nefs, and few even of the 
’entry of England, Scotland, and Ireland, who have inter* 
narrted with the Nobility of thofe Kingdoms, but may here 
.fcoYcrtby what Degree of Confwiguinfty they are allied. 








